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DEC 1 0 2009 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff 
v. 
L222-l ID SUMMER WIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
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Defendants. 
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CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., 
an Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
L222-1 ID SUMMER WIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS 
County of Ada) 
CASE NO.: CV08-11321 
STEVEN ARNOLD, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am over the age of 18 years, and competent to testify herein. 
2. I am a Project Principal for Stanley Consultants, Inc., and I make this affidavit based on 
my personal knowledge and to the best of my information and belief. 
3. On or about June 18, 2007, Stanley entered into a contract ("Contract") with L222-2 ID 
Summerwind ("Summerwind"). A true and correct copy of the Contract is attached hereto as 
Exhibit "A." 
4. As the Project Principal for Stanley, I managed our contractual agreement for the work 
perfom1ed on the project. 
5. Pursuant to the Contract, Stanley agreed to perform professional engineering services in 
the improvement of certain real Property known commonly as the Summerwind at Orchard Hills 
Subdivision. A true and accurate description of the Property is attached to this Affidavit as 
Exhibit "B." 
6. Stanley began furnishing labor, materials and services to improve the Property under the 
Contract on or about June 26, 2007. 
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7. Stanley has performed all of its obligations pursuant to the Contract and has fully 
provided the labor, materials and services requested in the Contract. 
8. Stanley last provided services to improve the Property before filing the lien on or about 
January 9, 2008, however Stanley continued providing services to improve the property after 
filing the lien and ceased work on or about September 27, 2008. 
9. Summenvind has received the benefit of Stanley's services, yet Summerwind has failed 
to, and continues to refuse to, pay the amount still owing to Stanley under the Contract. 
10. Stanley has not been fully compensated for the professional engineering services and 
related labor, materials and equipment it provided to improve the Property. 
11. The labor, materials and services were provided by Stanley at the request of Summerwind 
and the reasonable value thereof still due and owning to Stanley is the sum of approximately 
forty one thousand nine hundred forty dollars and twelve cents ($41,940.12), as of December 9, 
2009, which is the outstanding balance due after deducting all just credits, payments and offsets, 
together with interest on said amount. This amount does not include any of the attorneys fees 
Stanley has incurred to date in pursuing this litigation. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
:th. 
I hereby certify that on this 0 day of December 2009, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document to the persons listed below by the method indicated: 
David T. Krueck 
TROUT JONES GLEDHILL FUHRMAN, P.A. 
225 N. 9th St., Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. 
David E. Wishney 
300 W. Myrtle St., Suite 200 
P.O. Box 837 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for L222-11D Summerwind, LLC, L222-2 ID 
Summerwind, LLC, L222-3 ID Summerwind, LLC, Union 
Land Company, LLC, and Kerry Angelos 
William G. Dryden 
Matthew L. Walters 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
Frederick A. Batson 
Jane M. Yates 
GLEA YES SWEARINGEN POTTER & SCOTT LLP 
P.O. Box 1147 
975 Oak St., Suite 800 
Eugene, OR 97440 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
Donald Lojek 
LOJEK LA \V OFFICES CHTD 
1199 Main St. 
P.O. Box 1712 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for PA1A, Inc. 
U.S. Mail 
--
--Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
_L_Fax (208) 331-1529 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
-r Fax (208) 342-5749 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
_LHand Delivery 
__:(___Fax (208) 384-5844 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
/cFax (541) 345-2034 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
/ Fax (208) 343-5200 
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Samuel A. Diddle 
David M. Swartley 
EBERLE, BERLIN, KADING, TURNBOW & 
MCKLVEEN CHTD. 
1111 West Jefferson Street, Suite 530 
P.O. Box 1368 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Conger Management Group, Inc. 
\Villiam L. Smith 
Smith Horras, PA 
PO Box 140857 
Boise, ID 83714 
Attorneys for Extreme Line Logistics, Inc. 
Michael 0. Roe 
Rebecca A. Rainey 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
101 South Capitol Boulevard, 1 oth Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Integrated Financial Associates, Inc., 
Geneva Equities, LLC, and Certain Other Names 
Defendants 
David E. Kerrick 
Kerrick & Associates 
1101 Blaine St. P.O. Box 44 
Caldwell, ID 83606 
Attorney for l'>1ichael W & Carol L. Benedick 
Tom Mehiel, President 
Valley Hydro, Inc. 
1904 E. Beech Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Pro Se Defendant, Tom Mehiel, 
dlb/a Valley Hydro, Inc. 
Richard B. Eismann 
Eismann Law Offices 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
___ Hand Delivery 
__ Fax (208) 344-8542 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
--'-- Hand Delivery 
~Fax (800) 881-6219 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
_....__Fax (208) 385-5384 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
___.,__Fax (208) 459-4573 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Deli very 7 Fax (208) 454-2706 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
-;;I- Fax (208) 466-4498 
3016 Caldwell Blvd. 
Nampa, ID 83651-6416 
Attorneys for Riverside, Inc. ~VV'- L 
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EXHIBIT A 
Professional Services Contract 
PROFESSfONAL SERVJCES AGREEMENT 
THIS IS:A.t\!AGREEMENT made. as of June f8, 2001; !Jetween L2zz.;;'.UD SUMMERWl,ND, LLC {C\JENJ) and 
STANLE:Y CQ~SUL TANT~. INC. (CONSU l TANT). The CUE NJ tn!Bnds lo £;lev~lop a golf club. J10use i:!dhe 
Sl:!mm~f.W,!nd: $ubdjVi$fon .{IJ~elnafter calia<I "project"} The site ls lcx:at® to the Mrth of Highline Drive.and 
Mariah Ridge Drive in Canyon County, l&iho 
C::UsNT~ CONSUL TNh agroo: 
i. s'c2Ee. of S§!vf~, CONSULTANTsha:ll perform profossiOryaiservlces as s!£!te9 in E'.xhlbft t, 
;2. Terms §nd Co11 dfpoljs. CONS ULT ANT shall, pro\iid$.P.fofessional sai:vlces in accon:!arn:;~ w!tn .theie1m$ 
arn;.f .¢-Oqd\ilPru; as stated in the.Scope¢fSeMces lf <;iie(\t issus.s ~' ~se order qr ~.E:r do<:wn\>r.t to 
ln~~ ih5J CO\nOWOGflr.tt¢i)l of Si:itvrceg. hereUfider. lt Is' agfe€~:tDatfinY t$.m'\$ a.nd conctl!i911s appearing 
tn~ :ma.JI have no:appllG'allcin and onlythe provisions of thfSA¢eamerit sht;1ll ~u+,,O~t0al!y 1'.lPPly. 
3 ComPfillsstidn,. CiJENT&hattcom.p;;nsate CONSUL.TANT foFCONSVL:fAN'Y.sservlces as stated ln.Exfilbft 
2. 
4. · CllEN'r Jl;fi~ ~d~.or ~h.alt proviqe for payment from on~ or more lawful sourees of all sI.11)$ fohe paid to 
CoNSt)~JANl' . 
& Fo~oWirig exhtplts;·are atlap~ to. and n:iede partof fut.!! Agreement: 
Erni!:>It1''" Scllpe .. Of:se:rvlp1'1S· 
EXl'\lb{g~ • CC'ifipensatlon 
E:Q\f~!t.3 • Standard Taii;h$·ancf Ci:Jrr0IUQris 
Exhln.lt.4-~ s·f.:im1?~d ~ate S!1eet · 
!N WITNESS WHgREOF, ~· P.~s be1B'tt have exeOi.Jted. i~~ Agree.rnEmta$ of th~ day a')d.y~r first i,lbove 
·wn!Wn · · · · · · 
.STANLEY CON:SUUANTS~. !NC. 
··.· (ll . .
,, . ,: .· ,·, ':' : .·:' ' ... ·.· 
8~ ·st~e~ 
Ad!rr~.kii;j{vf[,g notice$: 
t940·~l Boni.ti:r Wwi SJJ!t.e t4U 
MeMla)i; JO 83642 . 
105.9 East·lron t;:ag1e Dr , Ste '\SS 
t:agle, m !1~6'16. 
PIJ (2'J$) (1$~·~5?,7 
F>-; {20S).9SS:,SS8.1 
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
EXHIBIT 1: SCOPE OF SER.VICES 
ARTICLE! 
CONSULTANT'S RESPONSIBILITIES 
1.1 CONStJL'fANl''S SERVICES 
LL 1 The Consultant's seIYices consist ofonlytbose services performed by the Consultmt, Consultant's 
employees and Consultant's consultants enumerated in Articles 2 and 3 ofthis Agreement and that 
have been checked with costs inserted on the "Engineering Cost Sheet" attached hereto. 
1.1 2 The Consultant's se1vices will be perfotmed as expeditiously as is consistent with professional skiU 
and care, orderly progress of the Work and the scheduling ofagency reviews. Upon request of the 
Client, the Consultant will submit for the Client's approval a schedule for the perfonnance of the 
Consultant's services that may be adjusted as the Fxojectproceeds, and that shall include allowances 
forpe:tiods of time requ:ir·ed for the Client's review and for approval of submissions by authorities 
havingjU1isdiction over the Project. Time limits established by this schedule approved by !he Client 
and Consultant ·will not, except fot reasonable cause, be exceeded by the Consultant or Client. 
l . 1 3 Additional sub consultants provided by the client Vv'ill be hilled per Article 2, Scope of Services as 
stated in item 2 J 8 .1. 
ARTICLE2 
SCOPE OF ENGINEER'S BASIC SERVICES 
2.1 DEFINITION 
2 L1 The Consultant's Basic Services consist of those services described in paragraphs 2.1 .. 2 tluough 
2. 12. 1 and include aU nozmal land use planning, civil engineering and sruveying services associated 
with the services and work px·oduct desctibed in such paragraphs., 
2.2 PROJECT ADMINISRATION 
2.2.1 The Consultant and all team members will initiate the project including settLng up project files, 
preparing budgets and schedules. Infonnation to be discussed: 
• Project team, including names, addresses, phone and fax numbers and e-mail addresses 
• Team member l'esponsiblli1ies 
• Scope of Work 
• S<::hedu1e 
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PROFESSIONAL SERVfCES AGREEMENT 
• Other information necessruy to the project team to have a clear understanding of the work and 
their respective responsibilities. 
2.22 The following are also project reqllitements. 
• AutoCAD 2006 will be utilized for drm:vings. 
• MS Excel will he utilized for spreadsheets .. 
• MS Word ·will be utilized for word processing" 
• MS Project w.ill be utilized for schedu.1ing 
2 .. 3 TOPOGRAPIDC MAF 
2.31 Stanley Consultants will provide additional field topographic sutveys ofthe property and 
adjofoing area sufficient to design the golf club building, parking lot and drainage facilities.. This 
infonnation will be utilized with the original survey provided by the client. 
2.4 GRADING AND DRAINAGE PLAN 
2.4.1 The Consultant shall design and p1epare a grading and dnrinage plan for the building and parking 
facilities in accordance with the design specifications and standards of Canyon Cotmty and other 
Ieviewing agencies. The grading and drainage plan will incorporate recommendations ptovided in 
the geotechnical report. The di:ainage plan will show existing and proposed drainage features, 
Hydrologic and hydraulic calculations, v.rith drainage areas and iui:1-off values, wm be performed to 
size detention facilities and to size storm drain piping .. The preliminai:ycalculation for the volume of 
required detention will he calculated for site and. detention facilities will be preliminary designed and 
located. 
The Consultant will provide the client the construction plans for the grading and drainage facilities to 
be submitted with the building permit to Canyon Cmmty and other approving agencies .. 
Z.5 ON-SITE UTILITY DESIGN 
25..1 The Consultant will design and prepare construction plans for a potablewate:r line and gravity flow 
sanitary sewer connection into the main sewer line located within Highline D1ive 
2 52 The Consultant will set line and grade stakes for the sanitary sewer connection if necessary in 
accordance v.rith standard construction practices, once. 
2,,6 BUILDING/PARKINGLOTSTAKING 
2 6 .1 The Consultant \.vlll set one ( l) set of stakes for cUlb and d1ainage facilities in accoxdance v,;ith 
standard constmction practices. Benchma:dc data to be provided by the client. 
2.1 PLANS MODIFICATION 
SCZ2721200 
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PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
2. 7 .. 1 The Consultant \Vi11 provide construction drawings on a one time basis. Plan changes outside the 
above mentioned scope will be prnvided on a time and material basis. Constrnction plans will 
commence after meeting with the Client and the direction provided from that meeting .. If there are 
anytedirection outside the Consultant's control or scope L1:iat will be considered a plan modification 
and billed on a time and material basis. 
2.8 ADDITIONAL STAKING 
28 .1 The installation of prnperty pins and/or construction stakes required of the Consultant shall be on a 
one-time basis, The Consultant sball teinsta!lpropertypins and/or construction stakes that have been 
destroyed during construction. at the additional staking unit costs set forth in the cost schedrile 
attached hereto. 
2.9 TRAVEL & SITE VlSITATIONS 
2 ,9 .1 Due to the uncertainty of the frequency of travel that\'vill be 1equired during the construction pe1iod, 
and the length of time spent for overnight accommodations, the Consultant \vill provide the travel 
and overnight accommodati.ons on a time and material basis. 
2.10 CONSULTANT COORDINATION 
2.10.1 Ihe Consultant will coordinate the requfred landscape plan and archltecmral elevations 01· other 
Client Subconsult:lmts with the Engineering design of the proj ed.. Coordination between the 
Consultant and the Client's consultants ·will be provided by the Consultant on a time and material 
bas fa. 
2.11 CONSTRUCTION PRINTS 
2. 11. 1 The Consultant will provide the developer with the required sets of constrnction cha wings for the 
preconstrncti.on meetings, utilities, the Public Works Department and ID EQ. Construction plan sets 
for this site will be prnvided on a time and material basis. 
2.12 COURIERSERVICES 
2 .. 12.1 Whenever foasibk, the Consultant will uti.lize the services of a courier to develop and assist in 
processing construction plans in an effort to keep the Engineers fees dov:,'11. I his service is more cost 
effective than having adm:inisttati ve staff transporting plans to the approving agencies. This service 
will be provided as a time a..'1.d material basis. 
sc22r2 1299 
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PROFESSIONAL SERVlCES AGREEMENT 
ARTICLE3 
EXCLUDED SERVICES 
3.1 DEFINITION 
3 11 Services associated \:Vith the Project that are specifically excluded fmm the Consultant's Basic 
Services set fo1th in Article 2 are: 
• the design of any off-site streets 
• the design of any off-site sewer 
• the design of any off-site \Vater 
• tl1e design ofoff-site irrigation facilities 
1> the design of off-site drainage facilities 
• client-requested preliminary ot final plat modifications, aftet initial preparation 
• client-requested changes to construction drawings aft.er submittal to agencies 
• eitviron:mental studies and/01 repo1ts 
• ±1.ood investigation and reporting (FE:MA processing) 
• attendance at non plat and/or appeal meetings 
• geotechnical services 
• material testing 
• landscape design 
• special stn1ctutes and major waterway c1ossings 
• sewer pump stations and pressure lines 
• water supply systems 
• commercial and multi family Jot design 
• easements and desc1iptions 
• coordination of any and all subconsultants 
• public hearing presentations unless specifically requested by the Client 
3.J 2 The foregoing Excluded Services and other nonspecified Additional Services will be provided by the 
Consultant, as requested by the Client or as required to :fulfill the 1equitements of the agencies 
affected by the project. The Client shall be responsible for the costs associated v.rithsuch additional 
Consultant's se1vices as time fllld material charges or pursuant to the tetms ofanyvn:'itten agreement 
$C22721W9 
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ARTICLE4 
CLIENT'S RESPONs:rnILI'l'I.ES 
41 1he Client understands that the Consultant's timely performance ofits services required hereunder 
cannot be undertaken, in some instances, without the cooperation and guidance of the Client andJ01 
the preparation and/or delivery of certain documents. 
4.2 The Client shall fmnish to the Consultant the following legal documents, services andJor tests: 
• a legal description and any existing land survey oftlle property 
• title policy for all developed and affected areas 
• the resulis of any geotedmical studies and tests deemed necessary by the Client, Consultant 
or reviewing agencies 
• draft and final copies of development agreement(s), license agreement(s)i covenants., 
conditions and restrictions fm the Project 
• copies of all ownership documents concerning the subject property (warranty deed andlor 
options and contracts to purchase) 
• landscape design plans 
• aei:ial photogtaphy, if deemed necessary by the Client and Consultant 
• consent to reserve subdivision name 
4 .3 The Client shall pay all application, review and recording fees required to process the preliminary 
plat, tl1e :planned unit development, the development agreement and modification, the :final plat and 
construction plans as may be required by any reviewing agencies .. 
SC22721299 
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ENGINEERING 
COST 
Task 
Prtject M1!1i1lls1r:i1tcn 
i opooraphlc Sur<;ey 
G<adlOQ ant! Dmlna9e Vian 
BuiklJng 1 Pllfkin\i lot Sto~it'G 
Tot<ll Lump S!Ji'r\ (WIO T&J.I) = 
Total Fre.1:,.VJO T&MJ .-, 
SC2:272 1299 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
EXHIBIT 2: COl\.'.IPENSATION 
lump Sum 
$25\) 
$500 
$2500 
$,? 7GQ 
$5950 
Cost/Lol 
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1- CUENT'S RE:-SPONSll:llLITIES 
1.1 Name CLIENT's representafive with authoriiy lo 
receive information and transmit lnstrucnons for CLIENT 
1.2 Provide CLlENT's requirements for project. fnctudlng 
objectives and co11Stralnts. design and construciion 
s~andarcls, bonding and insurance raqurrarnan!s, and 
contract forms 
i 3 Provloe available information pertinent to project upon 
Which CONSUt. TANT rnay ra!y. 
1 4 Arrange for access by CONSUL TANT upon public 
;;ind private. property, as roquir&d. 
1,6 Examf:ne documents presented by CONSUL TANT. 
obtain legal and other advice as CLIENT deems 
appropriate, and render written decisions within 
re.asooable lime. 
1 6 Obtain consents, approvals, lfcenses, an<! permits 
Mcessary for project 
1 7 Advertise for and open bids when scheduled. 
1 8 Provide Seflllces necessaiy for project but not withln 
scope of CONSULTANT'S services .. 
1 g Indemnify CONSUL TANT, Its employees, agents, and 
conoortanls against claims arising out of CONSULTANT's 
deslgn, rr there has been a deviation from the design 
beyond the CONSUtTANT's control or failure to follow 
CONSULTANT's recommandatlon and such deviatron or 
failure caused the claims. 
1.10 Promptfy notify CONSULTANT when CL!ENT !ea.rns 
of contractor e;ror or any development that affects scope 
or tlmlng of CONSUL TANT's services. 
2. PERIOD Or SERVICE 
2 1 CONSUL TANT ls not responsible for delays due to 
fuctors beyond its cootro I 
2.2 If CLIENT requests citanges in proJect, compansailon 
for aoo 1Jme of perfermsnce Of CONSULTANT's services 
shall be a(!jLtSted appropriately. 
3. CONSTRUCTION COST ANO COST ESTIMATES 
3 1 Constructlo11 Co$t Construction i:ost. means total 
cost of anilra project to CLIENT, exc;:ipt for 
CONSUL TAN'Tu compensation and expenses, cost of 
rand. rights-of-v;ay, legal and accounilfl\i services, 
Insurance. financing charges, and other costs which are 
CUENT's responsibility as provided in thls Agreement. 
32 C'O$t Estimates.. Since CONSULTANT has no 
control over cost of labor, materiafs, equlprnent or services 
furnished by others, over contractors' methods of 
determining prices, or over competitive blddlng or market 
tl::> S:.tnl<>Y Com;ult.mts, lnc. 1994 
SC 3810(!D) R2 o/00 
Standard Terms and Conditions 
conditions, i:s estimates of project construciion cost will be 
made on the basis of I~ emp!oyws' experience a.nd 
quallficatlons and wm represent lheir best judgment as 
exp<;lrfttnced and quaimed professionars, familfar with the 
construction Industry. CONSUL TANT does not guarantee 
that proposals. blo'.s, or aciuaJ construction cost will not 
vary from its estimates of proieci t.'Ost. 
4. GENERAL 
4 1 Termination. 
4 i .1 Elther party may terminate melr obllgation to provfde 
further services upon tw~mty (:20) <lays' 'Mitten notice, after 
suhs!an!iaf dafault by other party lhrough 110 fautt of 
terminating party 
4.12 CLIENT may terminate CONSULTANT'S obligation 
to provlde further servfces upon twenty (20} days' written 
notice: ff project ls abandoned. Jn such event, progress 
payments due CONSULTANT for services rendered, plus 
unpaid reimbursable expooses a.nd termination charge, 
shall consti.lute total comj:lensatfcn due. 
4 2 Reuse of Documents. 
4 2 1 All tangible items prepared by CONSUL TANT are 
instruments of service, and CONSUL TANT retains alt 
copyrights CLJENT may retain copies for reference, but 
reuse on anotiler project wlfuoot CONSUL TANT's written 
consent is prohibited. CLIENT wm Indemnify 
CONSULTANT, Its employees, age,'lis, and consultants 
against ofaims resulting from such prohibited reuse Said 
Items are not in1ended to·be sui!abte for cornpretion of this 
project by olhers · 
4 2.2 Submittal er distribution of itoms ln conr.Qctfon wfth 
project is not publication In derogatlori of CONSULT ANT's 
rights. 
4.3 Payment. 
43.1 CONSULTANT shall submit a monttily statement fa.r 
servic$s rendered and reimbursable expenses rncuned, 
CLIENT shall make prompt monthly payments. 
43.2 If CUE.NT fuifs to make payment within thirty (30) 
days after receipt of statement, Interest at ma\imurn legal 
rate or at a rate of 18%, whichever ls less, shall accrue; 
and, in addition, CONSULTANT may, after giving seven 
(7} days' written notice. suspend services un1il it has been 
paid fn full all amoun1s due It 
4 3.3 CLIENT has provided or sha:l provide for payment 
from one or more lawful sources of aH sums to ba paid to 
CONSULTANT. 
4 3 4 CONSUL TANT's compensation shall not be 
reduced on account of any amounts withheld from 
payments to contraclo;s 
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4.4 C-ontrofling Lavt. Agreement shall be governed by 
idaho law. 
4 5 Succ€!Ssors and Assigns. 
4 5 1 The parties bind themselves, their successors, and 
regal represen!:atrves to the other party and to successors 
and regal representatives of such other party, In respect to 
all covenants and obligations of this Agreement 
4.5.2 Neithet party shall assign, sublet, or transfer any 
interest in this Agreement without written consent of the 
other, provided CONSULTANT may employ such 
Independent consullanls, associates, and subcontractO!'S 
as lt rr.ay doom appropriate. 
4 .5.3 Nothing in this AgreemMt sha!I be construed to give 
any rights or benefits to anyone other ihan the parties 
4 6 CONSUL.TANT's Accounting Records. Records of 
CONSUL TANT's personnel time-, reimbursable expenses, 
and ac.counts between parties shall be kept 011 a 
generally-recognized accountlng basfs 
4.7 Separate Provlsions. Jf any provisions of this 
Agreem1;1n! shall be held to be invaltd or unenforceable, 
remalnfng provisions shall be valid and binding. 
4 8 Waiver.. No waiver shall consHtuta a waiver of any 
subsequent breach. 
4.9 Warranty. 
Hi.1 CONSUL TANT shall l.ISa reasonable care to roflect 
requirements of all applfcable laws, rules, or regulations of 
which CONSULTANT has knowfedge or about which 
CUENT spEl'ClflcallY advises In writing, which are 111 effect 
on date of Agreement. CONSUL TANT lNTENDS TO 
RENDER SERVICES IN ACCORDANCE WiTrl 
GENERALLY ACCEPTED PROFESSIONAL. 
STANDARDS, BUT NO OTHER WARRANTY IS 
EXTENDED, EITHER EXPRESS OR lMPUED. IN 
CONNECTlON WITH SUCH SERVICES. OLIENrs rights 
and remedies In thfs Agreement are exclusive 
4 9 2 CONSULTANT shall not be responsible for 
oontractors' construction means, methods, techniques, 
sequences, or procedvres, or for contractors' safety 
precautfons and programs, or for contractors' failure to 
perform according to contract documents 
4.9.3. The CONSUL TANT believes thet any computer 
software provided under thls Agreement is suitable for the 
Intended purpose, however, It dws not warrant the 
suitabilfty, merchantabmty, or frtness for a partloolar 
pvrpo$e of this software. 
4 10 Period of Raposa. Any appHcabltl statute of 
limtl.atfons shall commence to run and any alleged cause 
of action shal! oo deemecl to have accrued not later than 
completion ofseNiCli!S to be patformed by CONSUL TANT 
411 Jndemnlficatlon. To the fullest extent permitted by 
law, CONSULTANT shall indemnify and hord harmleS$ 
CLIENT, CUENT's officers, directors, partners, 
employees, and agerits from ano against any and air 
SC3$10(lD) R2 5100 
c~aims for bodily injury and for damage to tangibre property 
caused solely by the negligent acts or 1xr~ssfons of 
CONSUL TANT or CONSUL TANT's officers, dirnctors, 
p;J.r!ners, employees, agents, and CONSUL TANT's 
consullanl$ In the performance and furnishing of 
CONSUL TANTs servlC0S under mis Agreement Any 
indemnificaUon sh.all be limited io the tem'lS and amounts 
of coverage of the CONSULT ANT's Insurance policles and 
Section 4 12:, LimftaUon of Liebllity 
T<i the fullest extent pem1itted by taw, CUENT shafl 
indemnify and hold harmless CONSUL TAm, 
CONSUL TANT's officers, directors, partners, employees, 
and agents and CONSUL TANT's consuJtants fmm and 
against any and all claims for booiiy injury and for damage 
to tangible property caused solely by tf1e, r1691fgent acts or 
omissions of CLIENT or CUENT"s officers, d1reclors, 
pa.rtners, employees. agents, and CUENT's consultants 
with respect to this Agrtl{)!'))ent on the Project In addition 
to tha lndemnfty }lrO\~<led under thls se<:(fon, and !o the 
fullGst Gxtent perm'1tted by !aw, CLJENT shall lndemnlfy 
and hold harmless CONSULT ANT and iis officers. 
directors, partners. empfoyees, and agents and 
CONSULTANT's consultants from and against all claims, 
costs, loss.es,. and damages {lnclud'lng but not limited to ail 
fees and charges of engineers, architects, attorney$, and 
oth($J" professtonals and a a court or arbltra.1ion or other 
dispute resolution costs) cauood by, arising out of, or 
relating to the presence, discharge, release, or escape of 
asbestos, PCBs, petroleum, hazardous waste, Dr 
radioactive matertal at, on, under, or from the Project site 
4. 12 Limitation of Uabifity. TO THE FULLEST EXTENT 
PERMlTTED SY LAW, AND NOTWITHSTANDlNG ANY 
OTHER PROVISION OF THIS AGREEMENT, THE 
TOTAL LIABILITY. IN THE AGGREGATE, OF THE 
CONSULTANT AND CONSULTANT'S CONSULTANTS, 
TO CUENT AND ANYONE CLAJMING BY, THROUGH 
OR UNDER CLIENT, FOR ANY AND Af.L CLAIMS. 
LOSSES, COSTS, OR DAMAGES WHATSOEVER 
ARISING OUT OF, RESULTING FROM. OR lN ANY WAY 
RELATED TO THE PROJECT OF THIS AGREEMENT 
FROM ANY CAUSES, INCLUDING BUT NOT LfMJTED 
TO NEGLIGENCE, PROFESSIONAL ERRORS OR 
OMISSIONS, OR WARRANTEES EXPRESSED OR 
lMPLJED, OF CONSULTANT OR CONSULTANT'S 
CONSULTANTS, SHALL NOT EXCEED $100,000 OR 
THE TOTAL COMPENSATION RECENED BY 
CONSULTANT, WHICHEVER IS GREATER THIS 
LIMITATION INCLUDES LIABll..ITY UNDER SECTION 
4 11 
4 13 Extent of Agreernant. This Agreement represents 
tha entire agreement between the partles and may be 
amended only by written insirument signed by both 
parties. 
4 .14 Subrogation Waiver. The parties warve aU right,s 
against each otMr, and against contractors, consultants, 
agents, and employees of the other for damages covered 
by any property insurance during construction, and each 
ah.all require slmJar W<'livers ftQm thair contract-Ors, 
consultants, and agen1s, 
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Hourly Fees and Charges 
Fiscal Year 2007~2008 
1.. Compensation for office~based personnel in the coniiguous United States for time in 
pe!'fontia.nce offhe work shall be in accotdance vlith the following Hourly Fees: 
Classification 
Principal . 
Senior Trai'1.Sportati on Engineer 
Senior Engineer 
Engineer · 
Senior :PianneI 
Planner 
Stttvey Crew (2 person) 
. Survey Crew (1 person) 
Professional Licensed Smveyor 
Senior Smvey Technician 
Senior Designer 
Designer 
Survey Technician 
Associate Technician. 
Project coOn:finator 
Administtative Personnel 
Rondy Fee $Jso.,oo 
$150.00 
$1:38.00 
$110,,00 
$120 .. 00 
$110.00 
$120.00 
$65.00 
$115.00 
$100.00 
$100.00 
$75.00 
$90 .. 00 
$65.00 
$55 .. 00 
$50.00 
Trave:t time in the :interest of work and away from the assigned office, either local-or 
intercity, ·will be charged in accardance with tb.e foregoing schedule. When irave1ing by 
public ca:rrier; the ma.'"\imum charge will be eight hours per day .. 
2.. Compensation for items of expense and other charges incurred in connection \Vith the 
perfo:rtnance of the work shall be in accol'dance with the follow'.ng schedule: 
Automobile 
4X4 Pickup 
$0.60/mile 
$0.70/rnile 
3.. Compensation for purchases,, items of expense and other charges not scheduled above, 
incuued in connection with the pexformanoe of the Work, shall be at cost plus 10%. 
4. Jhterest at the rate of l-112% pet· month ·will be charged on inYoices not paid within .30 
days .. 
5.. Charges are subject to revision on or after April 1, 2008. 
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EXHIBITB 
Property Description 
Legal Description of property to be charged with lien 
DESCRIPTION FOR 
UNION LAND LIEN PARCEL 
AT SummerWind at o·rchardHills Subdivision Phase 
FEBRUARY 4, 2008 
LOT 40> BLOCK 1, SUM1v1ERW1ND AT ORCHARD HILLS SUBDIVISION PHASE 
I, AS RECORDED IN BOOK 39 OF PLATS AT PAGE 21, LOCATED IN SECTION 
32~ TO\VNSHIP 4 NORTH, RANGE 4 \VEST, BOISE MERIDIAN, CANYON 
COU1\1TY, IDAHO. 
MICHAEL E. lvfARKSt PLS NO. 4998 
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Thomas E. Dvorak, ISB No. 5043 
Elizabeth M. Donick, ISB No. 8019 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
600 W. Bannock 
P.O. Box 2720 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone Number: (208) 388-1200 
Facsimile: (208) 388-1300 
7795-81729022 l.DOC 
Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant/ 
Crossclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
1 0 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
CONSOLIDATED 
CASE NO.: CV-08-4251C 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON STANLEY 
CONSULTANTS, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
as Knife River, CASE NO.: CV08-4252C 
Plaintiff 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
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CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., 
an Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al, 
Defendants. 
i CASE NO.: CV08-11321 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Defendant/Counterclaimant/Crossclaimant 
Stanley Consultants, Inc., by and through its counsel ofrecord, Givens Pursley LLP, will 
call on for hearing its Motion for Summary Judgment before the above-entitled Court on 
January 7, 2009, at 9:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, at the 
Canyon County Courthouse in Caldwell, Idaho. 
DATED this 10th day of December, 2009. 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimantl 
Crossclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 1 oth day of December, 2009, I caused to be served a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to 
the following: 
David T. Krueck 
TROUT JONES GLEDHILL FUHRMAN, P.A. 
225 N. 9th St., Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. 
David E. Wishney 
300 W. Myrtle St., Suite 200 
P.O. Box 837 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for L222-JID Summerwind, LLC, L222-2 ID 
Summerwind, LLC, L222-3 ID Summerwind, LLC, and 
Union Land Company, LLC 
William G. Dryden 
Matthew L. Walters 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
Frederick A. Batson 
Jane M. Yates 
GLEAVES SWEARINGEN POTTER & SCOTT LLP 
P.O. Box 1147 
975 Oak St., Suite 800 
Eugene, OR 97440 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
U.S. Mail 
--
--Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
-\/~Fax (208) 331-1529 
U.S. Mail 
---
--Overnight Mail 
----o Hand Delivery 
~/_Fax (208) 342-5749 
U.S. Mail 
--
Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
i/ Fax (208) 384-5844 
U.S. Mail 
--
--Overnight Mail 
---/- Hand Delivery 
__ ../_Fax (541) 345-2034 
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Donald Lojek 
LOJEK LAW OFFICES CHTD 
1199 Main St. 
P.O. Box 1712 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for PMA, Inc. 
Samuei A. Diddle 
EBERLE, BERLIN, KADING, TURNBOW & 
MCKLVEEN CHTD. 
1111 West Jefferson Street, Suite 530 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Conger Management Group, Inc. 
William L. Smith, Esq. 
Attorney at Law 
5987 West State Street, Suite A 
Boise, ID 83703-5056 
Attorneys for Extreme Line Logistics, Inc., d!b!a 
Extreme Line Construction, Inc. 
Michael 0. Roe 
Rebecca A. Rainey 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
101 South Capitol Boulevard, 1 oth Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Integrated Financial Associates, Inc., 
Geneva Equities, LLC, and Certain Other Names 
Defendants 
David E. Kerrick 
1001 Blaine Street 
P.O. Box 44 
Caldwell, ID 83606 
Attorney for Michael W. Benedick 
& Carol L. Benedick 
Tom Mehiel, President 
Valley Hydro, Inc. 
1904 E. Beech Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Pro Se Defendant, Tom Mehiel, 
d!b/a Valley Hydro, Inc. 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
--\/-,..Fax (208) 345-0050 
U.S. Mail 
--
--Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery ~Fax (208) 344-8542 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
--
Fax (208) 388-0120 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
7 Fax (208) 385-5384 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery ~Fax (208) 459-4573 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
---/Hand Delivery 
./ Fax (208) 454-2706 
--
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Richard B. Eismann 
Eismann Law Offices 
3016 Caldwell Blvd. 
Nampa, ID 83651-6416 
Attorney for Riverside, Inc. 
___ U.S. Mail 
Overnight Mail 
_ ____,,/':_ Hand Deliyery 
7 Facsimile (208) 466-4498 
NOTICE OF HEARING ON STANLEY CONSULTANTS, INC'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT-5 
691 
Thomas E. Dvorak, ISB No. 5043 
. Elizabeth M. Donick, ISB No. 8019 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
600 \V. Bannock 
P.O. Box 2720 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone Number: (208) 388-1200 
Facsimile: (208) 388-1300 
7795-81717492_1 
Attorneys for Defendant/Crossclaimant/ 
Counterclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
F I L 11~ D A.M. X:U '3' _P.M. 
--
i 4 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K CANNON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
i CONSOLIDATED 
j CASE NO.: CV-08-4251C 
' 
' 
' 
' 
: SECOND AFFIDAVIT OF STEVE 
' 
: ARNOLD IN SUPPORT OF 
j DEFENDANT/ COUNTERCLAIMAINT/ 
: CROSSCLAIMAINT STANLEY 
i CONSULTANTS, INC.'S MOTION FOR 
: SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
' 
' 
' 
' 
---------------, 
HA.PTA YLOR & SONS, Il'.iC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
' 
' 
' 
' 
i CASE NO.: CV08-4252C 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
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CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., 
an Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS 
County of Ada) 
CASE NO.: CV08-11321 
STEVEN ARNOLD, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as follows: 
1. I am over the age of 18 years, and competent to testify herein. 
2. I am a Project Principal for Stanley Consultants, Inc., and I make this affidavit based on 
my personal knowledge and to the best of my information and belief. 
3. I make this affidavit to supplement my prior affidavit in Support of Stanley Consultants, 
Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment and to include additional detail related to the work 
performed. 
4. As the Project Principal for Stanley, I managed work performed on the Property (a 
description of which is attached to the Affidavit of Steve Arnold in Support of Motion for 
Summary Judgment ("First Arnold Affidavit") as Exhibit B) pursuant to the Contract (a copy of 
which is attached to the First Arnold Affidavit as Exhibit A.) 
5. Stanley began furnishing labor, materials and services to improve the Property under the 
Contract on June 26, 2007, precisely by performing project administration services under the 
Contract. I have relied on the labor detail for the project, to refresh my recollection about this 
labor, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A." 
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6. Stanley has performed all of its obligations pursuant to the Contract and has fully 
provided the labor, materials and services requested in the Contract. 
7. Stanley last provided services to improve the Property before filing the lien on January 9, 
2008, precisely by performing work related to the Department of Enviromnental Quality 
submittal, as evidenced on Exhibit "A" hereto, however Stanley continued providing services to 
improve the property after filing the lien and ceased work on September 27, 2008. 
FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SA YETH NAUGHT. 
DATED thisl4'h day of December, 2~~ 
Steven Arnold / 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to befo on this 14ili d•rAembi°~ 2009. 
- 'Whu)J:) •·. 
NOTARY ,~BI;JC FOR IDAHO P-e/J 1?lj !. ,o:rn; l-1-J 
Residing at: '-:l:f tflj~ 
My Commission Expires: (~ - J /; ~!JO /Ji 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 14th day of December 2009, I caused to be served a trne and 
correct copy of the foregoing document to the persons listed below by the method indicated: 
David T. I<rueck 
TROUT JONES GLEDHILL FUHRMAN, P.A. 
225 N. 9th St., Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. 
David E. Wishney 
300 W. Myrtle St., Suite 200 
P.O. Box 837 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for L222-11D Summerwind, LLC, L222-2 ID 
Summerwind, LLC, L222-3 ID Summerwind, LLC, Union 
Land Company, LLC, and Kerry Angelos 
William G. Dryden 
Matthew L. Walters 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
Frederick A. Batson 
Jane M. Yates 
GLEAVES SWEARINGEN POTTER & SCOTT LLP 
P.O. Box 1147 
975 Oak St., Suite 800 
Eugene, OR 97 440 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
Donald Lojek 
LOJEK LAW OFFICES CHTD 
1199 Main St. 
P.O. Box 1712 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for P lvlA, Inc. 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
---r- Hand Delivery 
__ Fax (208) 331-1529 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
--;r Fax (208) 342-57 49 
U.S. Mail 
--
--Overnight Mail 
J!and Delivery 
--./-/Fax (208) 384-5844 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
7Fax (541) 345-2034 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
__Jiand Delivery 
_L Fax (208) 343-5200 
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Samuel A Diddle 
David M. Swartley 
EBERLE, BERLIN, KADING, TURNBOW & 
MCKLVEEN CHTD. 
1111 West Jefferson Street, Suite 530 
P.O. Box 1368 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Conger Management Group, Inc. 
·william L. Smith 
Smith Horras, PA 
PO Box 140857 
Boise, ID 83714 
Attorneys for Extreme Line Logistics, Inc. 
Michael 0. Roe 
Rebecca A Rainey 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
101 South Capitol Boulevard, 1 oth Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Integrated Financial Associates, Inc., 
Geneva Equities, LLC, and Certain Other Names 
Defendants 
David E. Kerrick 
Kerrick & Associates 
1101 Blaine St. P.O. Box 44 
Caldwell, ID 83606 
Attorney for Michael W & Carol L. Benedick 
Tom Mehiel, President 
Valley Hydro, Inc. 
1904 E. Beech Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Pro Se Defendant, Tom Mehiel, 
dlb/a Valley Hydro, Inc. 
Richard B. Eismann 
Eismann Law Offices 
3016 Caldwell Blvd. 
Nampa, ID 83651-6416 
Attorneys for Riverside, Inc. 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
---r Hand Delivery 
__ Fax (208) 344-8542 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
~Hand Delivery 
v Fax (800) 881-6219 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
----;:T' Fax (208) 385-5384 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Deliverv 7 Fax (208) 459-4573 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
___)Iand Delivery 
__ / F< ax (208) 454-2706 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Z Fax (208) 466-4498 
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EXHIBIT A to Second Affidavit of Steve Arnold 
in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment 
Labor Detail 
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en 
c.o 
00 
Labor Detail Default 
Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
Project Number: 20507.01.00 L222·2 ID/Summerwind Club House 
Task Number: 00811 Project Administration 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
Summerwind clubhouse kickoff mtg 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
06928 
06966 
07371 
Cardwell, Dean 
Arnold, Steven 
McHutchison, Stan 
Date 
8/21/07 
1/15/08 
2/11/08 
6126107 
817107 
Set up meeting with Bob Parsons re: golf course sewer system. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/7/07 
Set up meeting with Bob Parsons re: golf course sewer system. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/8/07 
SWDHD Meeting. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 
SWDHD Meeting. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 
SER Amendment re: lifting sanitary restrictions. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 
SER Amendment re: lifting sanitary restrictions. 
Total for 00000 
Total for 00811 
Task Number: 00812 Topographic Survey 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06844 Davis, William 
Data Processing, Reduction, Verify-Tech 
06844 Davis, William 
Data Processing, Reduction, Verify-Tech 
06972 Mock, Chris Shawn 
proccess topo 
06972 Mock, Chris 
proccess bndy and control 
06972 Mock, Chris 
proccess bndy and control 
06972 Mock, Chris 
topo maintenance site (2man)F 
v5.1.8 (7818) • Cost 
818107 
8/10/07 
8/10/07 
9/24/07 
9/26/07 
7/31/07 
8/14/07 
8/14/07 
8/16/07 
Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 
Regular 
Hours 
2.00 
2.00 
2.00 
1.50 
1.00 
-1.00 
2.00 
-2.00 
1.50 
-1.50 
7.50 
7.50 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
.50 
-.50 
8.00 
Total 
Ovt Hrs 
Total 
Hours 
2.00 
2.00 
2.00 
1.50 
1.00 
-1.00 
2.00 
-2.00 
1.50 
-1.50 
7.50 
7.50 
1.00 
1.00 
1.00 
.50 
-.50 
8.00 
Regular 
Amount 
61.40 
61.40 
61.40 
77.18 
38.40 
-38.40 
76.80 
-76.80 
57.60 
-57.60 
261.38 
261.38 
25.85 
25.85 
28.35 
14.18 
-14.18 
226.80 
Total 
OvtAmt 
Tuesday, October 07, 2008 
Total 
Amount 
61.40 
61.40 
61.40 
77.18 
38.40 
-38.40 
76.80 
-76.80 
57.60 
-57.60 
261.38 
261.38 
25.85 
25.85 
28.35 
14.18 
-14.18 
226.80 
4:11:53 PM 
Page 1 
Ci) 
c.o 
c.o 
Labor Detail Default 
Date 
Project Number: 20507.0'l.OO L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 Topographic Survey (continued) 
06972 Mock, Chris 8/16/07 
topo maintenance site (2man)F 
07224 Moran. Michael 9/11/07 
addittional topo, pluss test pit locations (2man c) 
07224 Moran, Michael 9/11/07 
07286 Sharp, Rick 7/19/07 
Topo sight for design (1man) 
07286 Sharp, RiGk 7/19/07 
Topo sight for design (1man) 
07286 Sharp. RiGk 8/16/07 
Topo sight for maintanance bldg. (2man)F 
07286 Sharp, Rick 8/16/07 
Topo sight for maintanance bldg. (2man)F 
08012 Davis, Calvin 9/11 /07 
Additional topo, plus test pit locations (2 man) C 
* 08012 Davis, Calvin 9/11/07 
Total for 00000 
Total for 00812 
Task Number: 00813 Grading and Drainage Plan 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 813107 
Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 
Regular 
Hours 
-8.00 
7.50 
-7.50 
4.00 
-4.00 
8.00 
-8.00 
7.50 
-7.50 
3.00 
3.00 
3.00 
Total 
Ovt Hrs 
Preparing site plan and parking requirements. Mtg on building locations and facilities 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 817107 3.00 
Summerwind Clubhouse siteplan cleanup and importing engineering drawings from others into plans 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8120107 3.00 1.00 
Summerwind culbhouse siteplan - V2 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8124107 2.00 
Summerwind Clubhouse site plan modifications 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8127107 3.00 
Prepare 3rd revision of club house siteplan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8127107 -3.00 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8128107 1.00 
Finish 3rd revision of club house siteplan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8128107 -·1.00 
Finish 3rd revision of club house siteplan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8/30/07 5.00 
Site Grading Design 
Total 
Hours 
-8.00 
7.50 
-7.50 
4.00 
-4.00 
8.00 
-8.00 
7.50 
-7.50 
3.00 
3.00 
3.00 
3.00 
4.00 
2.00 
3.00 
-3.00 
1.00 
-1.00 
5.00 
Regular 
Amount 
-226.80 
230.25 
-230.25 
74.00 
-74.00 
148.00 
-148.00 
100.88 
-100.88 
80.05 
80.05 
92.10 
92.10 
92.10 
61.40 
92.10 
-92.10 
30.70 
-30. 70 
153.50 
Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:53 PM 
~-- -----l!llQR 
Total 
OvtAmt 
30.70 
Total 
Amount 
-226.80 
230.25 
-230.25 
74.00 
-74.00 
148.00 
-148.00 
100.88 
-100.88 
80.05 
80.05 
92.10 
92.10 
122.80 
61.40 
92.10 
-92.10 
30.70 
-30. 70 
153.50 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~~----~--~~~--~~~~~~~~~·~--~~~--~~~--~~· 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4."/1:53 PM 
-
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.01.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House (continued) 
Task Number: 00813 Grading and Drainage Plan (continued) 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 914107 2.00 2.00 61.40 61.40 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 915107 3.00 3.00 92.10 92.10 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9/10/07 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9/11/07 1.00 1.00 30.70 30.70 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9/12/07 5.00 5.00 153.50 153.50 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9/26/07 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9127107 7.00 7.00 214.90 214.90 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9128107 6.00 6.00 184.20 184.20 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/29/07 8.00 8.00 245.60 245.60 
12/11/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/29/07 8.00 8.00 245.60 245.60 
12/12/07 
-.J 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/29/07 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
0 12/13/07 
0 * 06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -30.70 -30.70 
8128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -2.00 -2.00 -61.40 -61.40 
9104107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -3.00 -3.00 -92.10 -92.10 
9105107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -4.00 -4.00 -122.80 -122.80 
9/10107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -30.70 -30.70 
9/11/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -5.00 -5.00 -153.50 -153.50 
9/12/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -4.00 -4.00 -122.80 -122.80 
9126107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -7.00 -7.00 -214.90 -214.90 
9127107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -6.00 -6.00 -184.20 -184.20 
9128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -8.00 -8.00 -245.60 -245.60 
12/11/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -8.00 -8.00 -245.60 -245.60 
12/12/07 
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-Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:53 PM 
-Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.01.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House (continued) 
Task Number: 00813 Grading and Drainage Plan (continued) 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -4.00 -4.00 -122.80 -122.80 
12/13/07 
06938 Woods, Donald 1/8/08 1.00 1.00 18.50 18.50 
Help Stan with will serve letter scan grading and drainage sheets in 
06938 Woods, Donald 1/9/08 1.00 1.00 18.50 18.50 
scan and make copies of revised grading and drainage for Stan 
07301 Kovanda, Benjamin 10/25/07 7.00 7.00 198.45 198.45 
Move Clubhouse south and regrade around 
07301 Kovanda, Benjamin 3/15/08 -7.00 -7.00 -198.45 -198.45 
10/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
Sewer test hole coord. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
Sewer test hole coord. 
-J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
0 Inspect test holes. 
__., . 07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
Inspect test holes. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/3/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
07371 McHutchis1Jn, Stan 1/3/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
Total for 00000 17.00 1.00 18.00 497.50 30.70 528.20 
Labor: 02016 Prin Designer 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8128107 1.00 1.00 30.70 30.70 
Finish 3rd revision of club house siteplan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/16/07 2.50 2.50 76.75 76.75 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/16/07 -2.50 -2.50 -76.75 -76.75 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
Total for 02016 1.00 1.00 30.70 30.70 
Total for 00813 18.00 1.00 19.00 528.20 30.70 558.90 
:-~- Wi - !Willi-= 
·-Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:54 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.01.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House (continued) 
Task Number: 00814 Building/Parking Lot Staking (continued) 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06844 Davis, William 917107 3.00 3.00 77.55 77.55 
Stake boundary line for fencing- 1 man 
06844 Davis, William 917107 -3.00 -3.00 -77.55 -77.55 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/17/07 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
Summerwind Storm Drianage Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/19/07 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
Summerwind Storm Drianage Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/26/07 6.00 6.00 184.20 184.20 
Summerwind Storm Drainage Plan 
06972 Mock, Chris 8/15/07 2.00 2.00 56.70 56.70 
construction calcs for fencealong bndy as per kevin h. 
06972 Mock, Chris 10/11107 2.00 2.00 56.70 56.70 
cons!. calcs for bldg layout and cart path areas 
-.i 07286 Sharp, Rick 8/17/07 8.50 8.50 157.25 157.25 
0 Stake boundary line for fence as per kevin h.(1man) 
......, 
07286 Sharp, Rick 8120107 8.00 8.00 148.00 148.00 
Stake boundary line for fence as per Kevin H. (1man) 
07286 Sharp, Rick 8127107 3.00 3.00 55.50 55.50 
stake boundary points for fencing as per Kevin H. (1 man) 
07286 Sharp, Rick 8128107 6.00 6.00 111.00 11·1.oo 
Stake boundary line and lot corners on hole 18 (1man) 
07286 Sharp, Rici< 917107 3.00 3.00 55.50 55.50 
Stake boundary line for fencing (1 man) 
07286 Sharp, Rick 9/21/07 3.00 3.00 55.50 55.50 
Restake lot line for easement and fence (1man) 
07286 Sharp, Rick 10/15/07 8.00 8.00 148.00 148.00 
Layout parking lot, building and cart path for visual (1man) 
07286 Sharp, Rick 10/15/07 -8.00 -8.00 -148.00 -148.00 
07286 Sharp, Rick 11/8/07 4.50 4.50 83.25 83.25 
Restake and grade building corners and cart path (1man) 
07286 Sharp, Rick 11/8/07 -4.50 -4.50 -83.25 -83.25 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/6/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Total tor 00000 50.00 50.00 1,145.15 1,145.15 
Labor: 02015 Sr. Engineer 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/3/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
- Zll!'"l! ~ t!$$l$WWM W/$J Li\llt,'f.l!llllAl!'~I~ 7 $ Jlt 
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Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.01.00 L222·2 ID/Summerwind Club House (continued) 
Task Number: 00814 Building/Parking Lot Staking (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/3/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Total for 02015 
Total for 00814 50.00 50.00 1,145.15 1,145.15 
Total for 20507.01.00 78.50 1.00 79.50 2,014.78 30.70 2,045.48 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M 
Task Number: 00811 Canal/Utility Crossings 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06967 Marks, Michael 9/19/07 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
benedick landscape easement 
06967 Marks, Michael 9/19/07 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
benedick landscape easement 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/2107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
osborn easement check 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/2107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
-..,J osborn easement check 0 
w * 06967 Marks, Michael 10/8/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
OSBORNE LANDSCAPE EASEMENT 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/8/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
OSBORNE LANDSCAPE EASEMENT 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/9/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/9/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/10107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
redo to 10' 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/10107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
redo to 1 O' 
Total for 00000 
Labor: 00605 Prof Land Survey 
06967 Marks, Michael 9/19/07 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
benedick landscape easement 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/2/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
osborn easement check 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/8/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
OSBOf'<NE LANDSCAPE EASEMENT 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/9/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
06967 Marks, Michael 10/10107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
redo to 10' 
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Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00811 Canal/Utility Crossings (continued) 
Total for 00605 4.50 4.50 172.80 172.80 
Labor: 02016 Prin Designer 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8/13/07 3.00 3.00 92.10 92.10 
Summerwind irrigation/water crossing exhibits 
Total for 00811 7.50 7.50 264.90 264.90 
Task Number; 00812 SWDH Septic Exhibits 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8/6/07 5.00 5.00 153.50 153.50 
Summerwind Clubhouse site plan and site visit for restroom locations 
06928 Cardwell. Dean 8/6/07 -5.00 -5.00 -153.50 -153.50 
Summerwind Clubhouse site plan and site visit for restroom locations 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 818107 5.00 5.00 153.50 153.50 
Summerwind Mtg at SWDH and CC planing and zoning, regenerate exhibits for bureau of reclamations. 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 818107 -5.00 -5.00 -153.50 -153.50 
-J Summerwind Mtg at SWDH and CC planing and zoning. regenerate exhibits for bureau of reclamations. 
0 
* 06968 Crane, David Ian 10/12/07 3.50 3.50 99.23 99.23 ~ 
06968 Crane. David Ian 10/12/07 -3.50 -3.50 -99.23 -99.23 
06968 Crane, David Ian 3/15/08 -3.50 -3.50 -99.23 -99.23 
10/12/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/13/07 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/13/07 -3.00 -3.00 -106.95 -106.95 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/14/07 2.00 2.00 71.30 71.30 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/14/07 -2.00 -2.00 -71.30 -71.30 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9127107 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
Exibits septic layout 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9127107 -3.00 -3.00 -106.95 -106.95 
Exibits septic layout 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/11/07 1.50 1.50 53.48 53.48 
Address comments DEQ 
07207 Schumacher. Gary 10/11/07 -1.50 -1.50 -53.48 -53.48 
Address comments DEQ 
07207 Schumacher. Gary 10/16/07 2.50 2.50 89.13 89.13 
Club house septic details address comments 
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Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/16/07 -2.50 -2.50 -89.13 -89.13 
Club house septic details address comments 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/25/07 3.50 3.50 124.78 124.78 
Address comments 
07207 Schumacher. Gary 10/25/07 -3.50 -3.50 -124.78 -124.78 
Address comments 
07207 Schumactier, Gary 3/15/08 -3.00 -3.00 -106.95 -106.95 
9/13/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 -2.00 -2.00 -71.30 -71.30 
9/14/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 -3.00 -3.00 -106.95 -106.95 
9127107 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 -1.50 -1.50 -53.48 -53.48 
10/11/07 
-.....J 07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 -2.50 -2.50 -89.13 -89.13 
0 10/16/07 
CJ1 * 07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 -3.50 -3.50 -124.78 -124.78 
10/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 817107 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Set up meeting with Bob Parsons re: golf course sewer system. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 817107 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Set up meeting with Bob Parsons re: golf course sewer system. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 818107 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SWDHD Meeting. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/8/07 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
SWDHD Meeting. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/10/07 -·1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
SER Amendment re: lifting sanitary restrictions. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/10/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SER Amendment re: lifting sanitary restrictions. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
Sewer test hole coord. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
Sewer test hole coord. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
Inspect test holes. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
Inspect test holes. 
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Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8120107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SWDH report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8120107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SWDH report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/21/07 3.00 3.00 115.20 115.20 
SWDH report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/21/07 -3.00 -3.00 -115.20 -115.20 
SWDH report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8123107 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SWDH report. 
-..J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 8123107 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
0 SWDH report. 
en * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 914107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 914107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/6/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/6/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/10/07 4.00 4.00 153.60 153.60 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/10/07 -4.00 -4.00 -153.60 -153.60 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/11/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/11/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/13/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/13/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/14/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/14/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer report 
. 
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Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9120107 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9120107 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/21/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/21/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/24/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9124107 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9125107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer report. 
-.J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/25/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
0 Sewer report. 
-.J * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/26/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/26/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9127107 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9127107 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/28/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9128107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/2/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/2/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/4/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchiSOf), Stan 10/4/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/8/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
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Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: OOBl2 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/8/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/11/07 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/11/07 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/12/07 6.00 6.00 230.40 230.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/12/07 -6.00 -6.00 -230.40 -230.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/15/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/15/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER 
-..J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/16/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
0 SER 
00 * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/16/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/17/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/23/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/23/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/24/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/24/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/25/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/25/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/30/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/30/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/1/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/1/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER. 
""""" 
. 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11 :55 PM 
-Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 l!D/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 SWDH Septic Elchibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/5/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/5/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 ·57.60 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
10/11/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -6.00 -6.00 -230.40 -230.40 
10/12/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3115108 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
10/15/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
10/16/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
10/17/07 
-.J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
0 10/23/07 
c.o . 07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
10/24/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
10/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
10/30/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
11/01/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
11/05/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
8108107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
8/10/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
8/13/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
8/14/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
8/17/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
8/20/07 
-
a 
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-Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11 :55 PM 
-
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount Ovt Arnt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Surnrnerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -3.00 -3.00 -115.20 -115.20 
8/21/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
8122107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
8123107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
9104107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
9/06/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -4.00 -4.00 -153.60 -153.60 
9/10/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
9/11/07 
-.J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
_..... 9/13/07 
0 * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
9/14/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
9120107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
9/21/07 
07371 McHutchis.on, Stan 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
9/24/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
9125107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
9/26/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
9127107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
9128107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
10/02/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
10/04/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
10/08/07 
. 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 
Date 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 10/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: OOBl2 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
Total for 00000 
Labor: 00230 2 MAN REGULAR CH 
07224 Moran, Michael 9/11/07 
Labor: 00231 2 MAN REGULAR N/ 
08012 Davis, Calvin 9/11/07 
Labor: 02015 Sr. Engineer 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/13/07 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumach1er, Gary 9113/07 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/11/07 
Address comments DEQ 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/11/07 
Address comments DEQ 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/16/07 
Club house septic details address comments 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/16/07 
Club house septic details address comments 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/7/07 
Set up meeting with Bob Parsons re: golf course sewer system. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/8/07 
SWDHD Meeting. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/8/07 
SWDHD Meeting 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/10/07 
SER Amendment re: lifting sanitary restrictions. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/10107 
SER Amendment re: lifting sanitary restrictions. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 
Sewer test hole coord. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 
Sewer tests holes 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 
Inspect test holes. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 
Inspect Test holes 
v5.1.8 (7818)- Cost 
Regular 
Hours 
-69.50 
7.50 
7.50 
3.00 
-3.00 
-1.50 
1.50 
2.50 
-2.50 
1.00 
2.00 
2.00 
1.50 
1.50 
1.50 
1.50 
3.50 
3.50 
Total 
Ovt Hrs 
Total 
Hours 
-69.50 
7.50 
7.50 
3.00 
-3.00 
-1.50 
1.50 
2.50 
-2.50 
1.00 
2.00 
2.00 
1.50 
1.50 
1.50 
1.50 
3.50 
3.50 
Regular 
Amount 
-2,591.02 
230.25 
100.88 
106.95 
-106.95 
-53.48 
53.48 
89.13 
-89.13 
38.40 
76.80 
76.80 
57.60 
57.60 
57.60 
57.60 
134.40 
134.40 
Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:55 PM 
Total 
OvtAmt 
Total 
Amount 
-2,591.02 
230.25 
100.88 
106.95 
-106.95 
-53.48 
53.48 
89.13 
-89.13 
38.40 
76.80 
76.80 
57.60 
57.60 
57.60 
57.60 
134.40 
134.40 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:55 PM 
-
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8120107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SWDH report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8120107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/21/07 3.00 3.00 115.20 115.20 
SWDH report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/21/07 3.00 3.00 115.20 115.20 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/22/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
timesheet not submitted 
-.J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 8122107 1.00 1.00 
38.40 38.40 
........ 8/22/07 
"" 
* 07371 McHutchison, Stan 8123107 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SWDH report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8123107 ·t .50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 914107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 914107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
9104107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 916107 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 916107 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
9106107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/10/07 4.00 4.00 153.60 153.60 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/10/07 4.00 4.00 153.60 153.60 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/11/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/11/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/13/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/13/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:55 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/14/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/14/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9120107 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9120107 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/21/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/21/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9124107 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer report. 
-J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 9124107 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
__. Sewer Report 
w * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 9125107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9125107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/26/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9126107 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9127107 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9127107 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
Sewer Repo1i 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9128107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9128107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison. Stan 10/2/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/2/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/4/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER. 
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·-Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11 :55 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmi Amount 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/4/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/8/07 .50 .50 19.20 9.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/8/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/11/07 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/11/07 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/12/07 6.00 6.00 230.40 230.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/12/07 6.00 6.00 230.40 230.40 
SER 
-..J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/15/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
---I. SER 
~ * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/15/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/16/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/16/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/23/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/23/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
10/23/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/24/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/24/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
10/24/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/25/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
07371 McHutchison. Stan 1 Q/25/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
10/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/30/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER. 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008- 4:11:55 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 10/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: OOBl2 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/30/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/1/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/1/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/5/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SER. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/5/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/6/08 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/7/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
-i 07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
___,, Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
U1 * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/9/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
Total for 02015 105.50 105.50 4,051.20 4,051.20 
Labor: 02016 Prin Designer 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8/6/07 5.00 5.00 153.50 153.50 
Summerwind Clubhouse site plan and site visit for restroom locations 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 818107 5.00 5.00 153.50 153.50 
Summerwind Mtg at SWDH and CC planing and zoning, regenerate exhibits for bureau of reclamations. 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8/9/07 5.00 5.00 153.50 153.50 
Summerwind restroom facility relocation plans and irrigation crossing revisions 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8/10/07 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
Summerwind clubhouse site plan and irrigation and water crossing revisions and communications 
06968 Crane, David Ian 10/12/07 3.50 3.50 99.23 99.23 
06968 Crane, David Ian 10/12/07 3.50 3.50 99.23 99.23 
10/12/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/13/07 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/13/07 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
Sewer Report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/14/07 2.00 2.00 71.30 71.30 
Exhibits for report 
. 
-·-· 
ti-• 
v5.1.8 (7818) - Cost Page 18 
Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:55 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.102.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: OOBl2 SWDH Septic Exhibits (continued) 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/14/07 2.00 2.00 71.30 71.30 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9127107 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
Exibits septic layout 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9127107 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
Exhibits Septic Layout 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/11/07 1.50 1.50 53.48 53.48 
Address comments DEQ 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/11/07 1.50 1.50 53.47 53.47 
Address comments DEQ 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/16/07 2.50 2.50 89.13 89.13 
Club house septic details address comments 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/16/07 2.50 2.50 89.13 89.13 
Club house septic details address comments 
-..J 07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/25/07 3.50 3.50 124.78 124.78 
_.... Address comments 
en * 07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/25/07 3.50 3.50 124.77 124.77 
Address comments 
Total for 02016 57.00 57.00 1,886.92 1,886.92 
Total for OOBl2 108.00 108.00 3,678.23 3,678.23 
Task Number: OOBl3 Maintenance Bldg Topo 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06966 Arnold, Steven 1/30/08 1.50 1.50 77.18 77.18 
06966 Arnold, Steven 1/30/08 -1.50 -1.50 -77.18 -77.18 
06972 Mock, Chris 8/14/07 .50 .50 14.18 14.18 
proccess bndy and control 
06972 Mock, Chris 8/14/07 -.50 -.50 -14.18 -14.18 
proccess bndy and control 
06972 Mock, Chris 8/16/07 8.00 8.00 226.80 226.80 
topo maintenance site (2man)F 
06972 Mock, Chris 8/16/07 -8.00 -8.00 -226.80 -226.80 
topo maintenance site (2man)F 
07286 Sharp, Rick 7/19/07 4.00 4.00 74.00 74.00 
Topo sight for design (1man) 
07286 Sharp, Rick 7/19/07 -4.00 -4.00 -74.00 -74.00 
Topo sight for design (1 man) 
v5.1.8 (7818) • Cost Page 19 
.... 
Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:55 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number; 00813 Maintenance Bldg Topo (continued) 
07286 Sharp, Rick 8/16/07 8.00 8.00 148.00 148.00 
Topo sight for maintanance bldg. (2man)F 
07286 Sharp, Rick 8/16/07 -8.00 -8.00 -148.00 -148.00 
Topo sight for maintanance bldg. (2man)F 
Total for 00000 
Labor: 00130 1 MAN REGULAR 
07286 Sharp, Rick 7/19/07 4.00 4.00 74.00 74.00 
Topo sight for design (1 man) 
Labor: 00230 2 MAN REGULAR CH 
07286 Sharp, Rick 8/16/07 8.00 8.00 148.00 148.00 
Topo sight for maintanance bldg. (2man)F 
Labor; 00231 2 MAN REGULAR N/ 
06972 Mock, Chris 8/16/07 8.00 8.00 226.80 226.80 
topo maintenance site (2man)F 
-J Labor: 00410 SURVEY TECH REG 
--L . 06972 Mock, Chris 8/14/07 .50 .50 14.18 14.18 
-J proccess bndy and control 
Labor: 00600 Proj Principal 
06966 Arnold, StE:ven 1/30/08 1.50 1.50 77.18 77.18 
Labor: 00605 Prof Land Survey 
06967 Marks, Michael 214108 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
lien legal 
Total for OOBl3 22.50 22.50 559.36 559.36 
Task Number: OOBl4 Maintenance Bldg Site Plan/Grading 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 2.00 2.00 61.40 61.40 
9/04/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 3.00 3.00 92.10 92.10 
9105107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
9/10/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 30.70 30.70 
9/11/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 5.00 5.00 153.50 153.50 
9/12/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -5.00 -5.00 -153.50 -153.50 
9/12/07 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:55 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00814 Maintenance Bldg Site Plan/Grading (continued) 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -30.70 -30.70 
9/11/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -4.00 -4.00 -122.80 -122.80 
9/10107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -3.00 -3.00 -92.10 -92.10 
9105107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -2.00 -2.00 -61.40 -61.40 
9104107 
06972 Mock, Chris 11/7/07 1.50 1.50 42.53 42.53 
construction calcs for revised pathway and clubohuse 
06972 Mock, Chris 11/7/07 -1.50 -1.50 -42.53 -42.53 
construction calcs for revised pathway and clubohuse 
Total for 00000 
Labor: 00410 SURVEY TECH REG 
-J * 06972 Mock, Chris 11/7/07 1.50 1.50 42.53 42.53 
__,. construction calcs for revised pathway and clubohuse 
00 Labor: 02016 Prin Designer 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 5.00 5.00 153.50 153.50 
9/12/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 30.70 30.70 
9/11/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
9/10/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 3.00 3.00 92.10 92.10 
9105107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 2.00 2.00 61.40 61.40 
9104107 
Total for 02016 15.00 15.00 460.50 460.50 
Total for 00814 16.50 16.50 503.03 503.03 
Task Number: 00815 Clubhouse Grading 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8127107 3.00 3.00 92.10 92.10 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8127107 -3.00 -3.00 -92.10 -92.10 
Prepare 3rd revision fo club house siteplan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9127107 -7.00 -7.00 -214.90 -214.90 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9127108 7.00 7.00 214.90 214.90 
9127108 
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Labor Detail Default 
Date 
Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 
Regular 
Hours 
Total 
Ovt Hrs 
Project Number; 20507.02.00 L222·2 10/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number; 00815 Clubhouse Grading (continued) 
Total for 00000 
Labor: 02015 Sr. Engineer 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/3/08 1.00 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 2.00 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 .50 
Summerwind Utility Plan Review 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 1.00 
Summerwind Grading plan submittal. 
Total for 02015 4.50 
Labor: 02016 Prin Designer 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 8127107 3.00 
Prepare 3rd revision fo club house siteplan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9/26/07 4.00 
9/26/07 
* 06928 Cardwell, Dean 9127107 7.00 
* 06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/16/07 -2.50 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/16/07 2.50 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/16/07 2.50 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/17/07 1.00 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/18/07 4.00 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/19/07 3.00 
Site grading visit and begin redesign according to discussions 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/11/07 8.00 
12/11/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/12/07 8.00 
12/12/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/13/07 4.00 
12/13/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/29/07 4.00 
12/14/07; Summerwing Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 1/4/08 3.00 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Finishing plans for submittal 
Total 
Hours 
1.00 
2.00 
.50 
1.00 
4.50 
3.00 
4.00 
7.00 
-2.50 
2.50 
2.50 
1.00 
4.00 
3.00 
8.00 
8.00 
4.00 
4.00 
3.00 
Regular 
Amount 
38.40 
76.80 
19.20 
38.40 
172.80 
92.10 
122.80 
214.90 
-76.75 
76.75 
76.75 
30.70 
122.80 
92.10 
245.60 
245.60 
122.80 
122.80 
92.10 
Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:56 PM 
Total 
OvtAmt 
Total 
Amount 
38.40 
76.80 
19.20 
38.40 
172.80 
92.10 
122.80 
214.90 
-76.75 
76.75 
76.75 
30.70 
122.80 
92.10 
245.60 
245.60 
122.80 
122.80 
92.10 
- AG ~J. 
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Labor Detail Default 
Date 
Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 
Regular 
Hours 
Total 
Ovt Hrs 
Project Number: 20507.02.00 L222-2 ID/Summerwind Club House T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00815 Clubhouse Grading (continued) 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 1/7/08 6.00 
Summerwind Clubhouse Final modifications to grading, drainage, and utility plans for submittal 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 6.00 
9128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 1.00 
8128107 
Total for 02016 64.50 
Labor: 02033 Junior Engineer 
07301 Kovanda, Benjamin 10/25/07 7.00 
Move Clubhouse south and regrade around 
Total for 00815 76.00 
Task Number: 00817 Parking Staking 
Labor: 00130 1 MAN REGULAR 
06844 Davis, William 917107 3.00 
* 07286 Sharp, Rick 10/15/07 8.00 
* 07286 Sharp, Rick 11/8/07 4.50 
Total for 00130 15.50 
Total for 00817 15.50 
Total for 20507.02.00 246.00 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M 
Task Number: 00811 Septic Report 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06968 Crane, David Ian 10/12/07 -3.50 
10/12/07 
06968 Crane, David Ian 3/15/08 3.50 
10/12/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/13/07 -3.00 
Sewer Report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/14/07 -2.00 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/27/07 -3.00 
Exhibits Septic Layout 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/11/07 -1.50 
Address comments DEQ 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/16/07 -2.50 
Club house septic details address comments 
v5.1.8 (7818) - Cost 
Total 
Hours 
6.00 
6.00 
1.00 
64.50 
7.00 
76.00 
3.00 
8.00 
4.50 
15.50 
15.50 
246.00 
-3.50 
3.50 
-3.00 
-2.00 
-3.00 
-1.50 
-2.50 
Tuesday, October 07, 2008- 4:11:56 PM 
Regular 
Amount 
184.20 
184.20 
30.70 
1,980.15 
198.45 
2,351.40 
77.55 
148.00 
83.25 
308.80 
308.80 
7,665.72 
-99.23 
99.23 
-106.95 
-71.30 
-106.95 
-53.47 
-89.13 
Total 
OvtAmt 
~~~~~------
Total 
Amount 
184.20 
184.20 
30.70 
1,980.15 
198.45 
2,351.40 
77.55 
148.00 
83.25 
308.80 
308.80 
7,665.72 
-99.23 
99.23 
-106.95 
-71.30 
-106.95 
-53.47 
-89.13 
. 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:56 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number; OOBl1 Septic Report (continued) 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/25/07 -3.50 -3.50 -124.77 -124.77 
Address comments 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
9/13/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 2.00 2.00 71.30 71.30 
9/14/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
9127107 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 1.50 1.50 53.48 53.48 
10/11/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 2.50 2.50 89.13 89.13 
10/16/07 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 3/15/08 3.50 3.50 124.78 124.78 
10/25/07 
"""--.! 07371 McHutchison, Stan 817107 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
N SWDHD Meeting 
__.. 
* 07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/10/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
SER Amendment re: lifting sanitary restrictions. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
Sewer tests holes 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
Inspect Test holes 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHulchison, Stan 8120107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/21/07 -3.00 -3.00 -115.20 -115.20 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8122107 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
8122107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8123107 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/4/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
9104107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/6/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
9/06/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/10/07 -4.00 -4.00 -153.60 -153.60 
Sewer Report 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:56 PM 
-
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Surnmerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: OOBl1 Septic Report (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/11/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/13/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Sewer Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/14/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9120107 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/21/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/24/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9125107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Sewer Report 
-..J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/26/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
""' 
Sewer Report 
""' 
* 07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/27/07 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/28/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/2/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/4/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/8/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/11/07 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/12/07 -6.00 -6.00 -230.40 -230.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/15/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/16/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/17/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/23/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
10/23/07 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:56 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00811 Septic Report (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/24/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
10/24/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/25/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
10/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/30/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/1/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/5/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/6/08 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/6/08 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
-..J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 117/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
N Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
w 
* 07371 McHutchison, Stan 117108 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/9/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/9/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
10/11/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 6.00 6.00 230.40 230.40 
10/12/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
10/15/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
10/16/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
10/17/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
10/23/07 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October07, 2008-4:11:56PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 2050'7.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00811 Septic Report (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
10/24/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
10/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
10/30/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
11/01/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
11/05/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
8108107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
8/10/07 
-J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
r'V 8/13/07 
.i:.::.. * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
8/14/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
8/17/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
8120107 
07371 McHulchison, Stan 3/15/08 3.00 3.00 115.20 115.20 
8/21/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
8122107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
8123107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
9/04/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
9/06/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 4.00 4.00 153.60 153.60 
9/10/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
9/11/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
9/13/07 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:56 PM 
-
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtArnt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00811 Septic Report (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
9/14/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
9120107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
9/21/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
9124107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
9125107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
9126107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
9127107 
-.....! 07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
N 9/28/07 
c...n . 07371 McHu!chison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
10/02/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
10/04/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 3/15/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
·10108107 
Total for 00000 .02 .02 
Labor: 02015 Sr. Engineer 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 817107 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SWDHD Meeting 
07371 Mcf-lutchison, Stan 818107 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
SWDHD Meeting 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/10/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
SER Amendment re: lifting sanitary restrictions. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/10/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SER Amendment re: liftin!j sanitary restrictions. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
Sewer tests holes 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/13/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
Sewer tests r1oles 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
Inspect Test holes 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October07, 2008- 4:11:56 FM 
-
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00811 Septic Report (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/14/07 ' 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
Inspect Test holes 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/17/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/20/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/20/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHulchison, Stan 8/21/07 3.00 3.00 115.20 115.20 
SWDH Report 
07371 McHulchison, Stan 8/21/07 -3.00 -3.00 -115.20 -115.20 
SWDH Report. 
-J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/22/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
r'V 8/22/07 
O') . 07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/22/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
8/22/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/23/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 8/23/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
SWDH Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 914107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
9104107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 914107 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
9104107 
07371 McHutchison. Stan 916107 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
9106107 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/6/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
9106107 
07371 McHutchison. Stan 9/10/07 4.00 4.00 153.60 153.60 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/10/07 -4.00 -4.00 -153.60 -153.60 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/11/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison. Stan 9/11/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer Report 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:56 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Surnmerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: OOBl1 Septic Report (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/13/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/13/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Sewer Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/14/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/14/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer Report. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9120107 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/20/07 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/21/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER 
-J 07371 McHu!chison, Stan 9/21/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
N> SER 
-J * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/24/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/24/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/25/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9125107 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/26/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/26/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9127107 3.50 3.50 134.40 134.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/27/07 -3.50 -3.50 -134.40 -134.40 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/28/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 9/28/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Sewer Report 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/2/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
. 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11:56 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00811 Septic Report (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/2/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/4/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/4/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/8/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/8/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/11/07 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/11/07 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
SER 
-J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/12/07 6.00 6.00 230.40 230.40 
N SER 
00 * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/12/07 -6.00 -6.00 -230.40 -230.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/15/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/15/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/16/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/16/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/17/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/17/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/23/07 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
10/23/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/23/07 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
10/23/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/24/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
10/24/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/24/07 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
10/24/07 
-- " v5.1.8 (7818) • Cost Pago 31 
... 
Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008- 4:11:57 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00811 Septic Report (continued) 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/25/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
10/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/25/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
10/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/30/07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 10/30/07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11 /1 /07 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11 /1 /07 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
SER 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/5/07 -1.50 -1.50 -57.60 -57.60 
SER 
-.I 07371 McHutchison, Stan 11/5107 1.50 1.50 57.60 57.60 
N SER 
tO * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/6/08 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/6/08 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 117/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/7/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/9/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/9/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwind DEQ submittal. 
Total for 02015 
Labor: 02016 Prin Designer 
06968 Crane, David Ian 10/12/07 3.50 3.50 99.23 99.23 
10/12/07 
06968 Crane, David Ian 10/12/07 -3.50 -3.50 -99.23 -99.23 
10/12/07 
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Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00811 Septic Report (continued) 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/13/07 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
Sewer Report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/13/07 -3.00 -3.00 -106.95 -106.95 
Sewer Report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/14/07 -2.00 -2.00 -71.30 -71.30 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9/14/07 2.00 2.00 71.30 71.30 
Exhibits for report 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9127107 3.00 3.00 106.95 106.95 
Exhibits Septic Layout 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 9127107 -3.00 -3.00 -106.95 -106.95 
Exhibits Septic Layout 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/11/07 1.50 1.50 53.47 53.47 
Address comments DEQ 
-J 07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/11/07 -1.50 -1.50 -53.47 -53.47 
w Address comments DEQ 
0 . 07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/16/07 -2.50 -2.50 -89.13 -89.13 
Club house septic details address comments 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/16/07 2.50 2.50 89.13 89.13 
Club house septic details address comments 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/25/07 3.50 3.50 124.77 124.77 
Address comments 
07207 Schumacher, Gary 10/25/07 -3.50 -3.50 -124.77 -124.77 
Address comments 
Total for 02016 
Total for 00811 .02 .02 
Task Number: OOBl2 Maint Bldg Topo 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06967 Marks, Michael 2/4/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
lien legal 
06967 Marks, Mict1ael 2/4/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
lien legal 
Total for 00000 
Labor: 00605 Prof Land Survey 
06967 Marks, Micriael 2/4/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
lien legal 
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-
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00812 Maint Bldg Topo (continued) 
06967 Marks, Miehael 214108 ·.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
lien legal 
Total for 00605 
Total for 00812 
Task Number: 00814 Clubhouse Grading 
Labor: 00000 LABOR 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9126107 -4.00 -4.00 -122.80 -122.80 
9/26/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/11/07 -8.00 -8.00 -245.60 -245.60 
12/11/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/12/07 -8.00 -8.00 -245.60 -245.60 
12/12/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/13/07 -4.00 -4.00 -122.80 -122.80 
12/13/07 
-J * 06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/29/07 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
w 12/14/07; Summerwing Site Utility Plan 
....... 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/29/07 -4.00 -4.00 -122.80 -122.80 
12/14/07; Summerwing Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 1/4/08 3.00 3.00 92.10 92.10 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Finishing plans for submittal 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 1/4/08 -3.00 -3.00 -92.10 -92.10 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Finishing plans for submittal 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 1/7/08 6.00 6.00 184.20 184.20 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Final modifications to grading, drainage, and utility plans for submittal 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 117/08 -6.00 -6.00 -184.20 -184.20 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Final modifications to grading, drainage, and utility plans for submittal 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -6.00 -6.00 -184.20 -184.20 
9128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -30.70 -30.70 
8128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
9/26/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 7.00 7.00 214.90 214.90 
9127108 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 6.00 6.00 184.20 184.20 
9128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 8.00 8.00 245.60 245.60 
12/11/07 
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Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00814 Clubhouse Grading (continued) 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 8.00 8.00 245.60 245.60 
12/12/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 4.00 4.00 122.80 122.80 
12/13/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 30.70 30.70 
8128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 9/27/08 -7.00 -7.00 -214.90 -214.90 
9127108 
07301 Kovanda, Benjamin 10/25/07 -7.00 -7.00 -198.45 -198.45 
Move Clubhouse south and regrade around 
07301 Kovanda, Benjamin 3/15/08 7.00 7.00 198.45 198.45 
i0/25/07 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwind Utility Plan Review 
-..J 07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
w Summerwind Utility Plan Review 
N) * 07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Summerwind Grading plan submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Summerwind Grading plan submittal. 
Total for 00000 
Labor: 02015 Sr. Engineer 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/3/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/3/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 .50 .50 19.20 19.20 
Summerwincl Utility Plan Review 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 -2.00 -2.00 -76.80 -76.80 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 -.50 -.50 -19.20 -19.20 
Summerwincl Utility Plan Revi1;w 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/4/08 2.00 2.00 76.80 76.80 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 1.00 1.00 38.40 38.40 
Summerwind Grading plan submittal. 
07371 McHutchison, Stan 1/8/08 -1.00 -1.00 -38.40 -38.40 
Summerwind Grading plan submittal. 
Total for 02015 
Labor: 02016 Prin Designer 
~~ 
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 
Date 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00814 Clubhouse Grading (continued) 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
9126107 
06928 
9/26/07 
06928 
Cardwell, Dean 
Cardwell, Dean 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
Summerwind Site Utility Pian 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
Summerwind Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 
9126107 
9126107 
10/16/07 
10/16/07 
10/17/07 
10/17/07 
10/18/07 
10/18/07 
10/19/07 
Site grading visit and begin redesign according to discussions 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 10/19/07 
Site grading visit and begin redesign according to discussions 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/11/07 
12/11/07 
06928 
12/11/07 
06928 
12/12/07 
06928 
12/12/07 
06928 
12/13/07 
06928 
12/13/07 
Cardwell, Dean 
Cardwell, Dean 
Cardwell, Dean 
Cardwell, Dean 
Cardwell, Dean 
12/11/07 
12/12/07 
12/12/07 
12/13/07 
12/13/07 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/29/07 
12/14/07; Summerwing Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 12/29/07 
12/14/07; Summerwing Site Utility Plan 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 1/4/08 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Finishing plans for submittal 
Regular 
Hours 
4.00 
-4.00 
2.50 
-2.50 
1.00 
-1.00 
4.00 
-4.00 
3.00 
-3.00 
8.00 
-8.00 
8.00 
-8.00 
-4.00 
4.00 
-4.00 
4.00 
3.00 
Total 
Ovt Hrs 
Total 
Hours 
4.00 
-4.00 
2.50 
-2.50 
1.00 
-1.00 
4.00 
-4.00 
3.00 
-3.00 
8.00 
-8.00 
8.00 
-8.00 
-4.00 
4.00 
-4.00 
4.00 
3.00 
Regular 
Amount 
122.80 
-122.80 
76.75 
-76.75 
30.70 
-30.70 
122.80 
-122.80 
92.10 
-92.10 
245.60 
-245.60 
245.60 
-245.60 
-122.80 
122.80 
-122.80 
122.80 
92.10 
Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4.·11:57 PM 
Total 
OvtAmt 
Total 
Amount 
122.80 
-122.80 
76.75 
-76.75 
30.70 
-30.70 
122.80 
-122.80 
92.10 
-92.10 
245.60 
-245.60 
245.60 
-245.60 
-122.80 
122.80 
-122.80 
122.80 
92.10 
- -~~~--~~-
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Labor Detail Default Job-to-Date through 10/25/08 Tuesday, October 07, 2008 - 4:11 :57 PM 
Regular Total Total Regular Total Total 
Date Hours Ovt Hrs Hours Amount OvtAmt Amount 
Project Number: 20507.03.00 L222/Summerwind Dev Supplemental T&M (continued) 
Task Number: 00814 Clubhouse Grading (continued) 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 1/4/08 -3.00 -3.00 -92.10 -92.10 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Finishing plans for submittal 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 1/7/08 -6.00 -6.00 -184.20 -184.20 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Final modifications to grading, drainage, and utility plans for submittal 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 117/08 6.00 6.00 184.20 184.20 
Summerwind Clubhouse - Final modifications to grading, drainage, and utility plans for submittal 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 6.00 6.00 184.20 184.20 
9128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 1.00 1.00 30.70 30.70 
8128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -6.00 -6.00 -184.20 -184.20 
9128107 
06928 Cardwell, Dean 3/15/08 -1.00 -1.00 -30.70 -30.70 
8128107 
-..,,j Total for 02016 
w Labor: 02033 Junior Engineer ~ 07301 Kovanda, Benjamin 10125107 7.00 7.00 198.45 198.45 
Move Clubhouse south and regrade around 
07301 Kovanda, Benjamin 10/25/07 -7.00 -7.00 -198.45 -198.45 
Move Clubhouse south and regrade around 
Total for 02033 
Total for 00814 
Total for 20507.03.00 .02 .02 
Final Totals 324.50 1.00 325.50 9,680.52 30.70 9,711.22 
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Thomas E. Dvorak, ISB No. 5043 
Elizabeth M. Donick, ISB No. 8019 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
600 W. Bannock 
P.O. Box 2720 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone Number: (208) 388-1200 
Facsimile: (208) 388-1300 
7795-8_736572_1.DOC 
Attorneys for Defendant/Crossclaimant/ 
Counterclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
T EARLS, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff 
V. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
i CONSOLIDATED 
i CASE NO.: CV-08-4251C 
' 
' 
! DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMAINT/ 
: CROSSCLAIMAINT STANLEY 
' 
: CONSULTANTS, INC.'S RESPONSE TO 
[DEFENDANTINTEGRATED 
: FINANCIAL ASSOCIATES, INC.'S 
! CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
i JUDGMENT 
' 
' 
' 
: CASE NO.: CV08-4252C 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMAlNT/CROSSCLAIMAINT STANLEY CONSULTANTS, INC.'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT INTEGRATED FINANCIAL ASSOCIATES, INC.'S CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- l 
735 
CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., 
an Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al, 
Defendants. 
CASE NO.: CVOS-11321 
COMES NOW, Defendant/Counterclaimant/Crossclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
("Stanley"), an Iowa corporation, by and through its attorneys of record, Givens Pursley LLP, and 
hereby submits this Response to Defendant Integrated Financial Associates, Inc.' s Cross-Motion 
for Summary Judgment. 
In response, Stanley hereby incorporates and restates as set forth in full, by this reference, 
its own Motion for Summary Judgment, Memorandum in Support of Summary Judgment, 
Affidavit of Eric Nelson in support thereof, Affidavit of Steve Arnold in support thereof, and 
Second Affidavit of Steve Arnold in support thereof, all of which have been filed with this Court 
in the above captioned case. 
DATED this 21st day of December, 2009. 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimantl 
Crossclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMAINT/CROSSCLAIMAlNT STANLEY CONSULTANTS, INC.'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT INTEGRATED FINANCIAL ASSOCIATES, INC.'S CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- 2 
736 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 21st day of December, 2009, I caused to be served a true and 
coITect copy of the foregoing document to the persons listed below by the method indicated: 
David T. Krueck 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 N. 9th St., Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. 
David E. Wishney 
300 W. Myrtle St., Suite 200 
P.O. Box 837 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for L222-JJD Summerwind, LLC, L222-2 
ID Summerwind, LLC, L222-3 ID Summerwind, 
LLC, Union Land Company, LLC, and Kerry 
Angelos 
William G. Dryden 
Matthew L. Walters 
Elam & Burke, P.A. 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
Frederick A. Batson 
Jane M. Yates 
Gleaves Swearingen Potter & Scott LLP 
P.O. Box 1147 
975 Oak St., Suite 800 
Eugene, OR 97440 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
Donald Lojek 
Lojek Law Offices Chtd. 
1199 Main St. 
P.O. Box 1712 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for PMA, Inc. 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
--
---
Fax (208) 331-1529 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
-LFax (208) 342-5749 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
_L_ Fax (208) 384-5844 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
_.,__Fax (541) 345-2034 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 7 Fax (208) 343-5200 
DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAlMAINT/CROSSCLAIMAINT STANLEY CONSULTANTS, INC. 'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT INTEGRATED FINANCIAL ASSOCIATES, INC.'S CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- 3 
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Samuel A. Diddle 
David M. Swartley 
Eberle, Berlin, Kading, Turnbow & McKlveen Chtd. 
1111 West Jefferson Street, Suite 530 
P.O. Box 1368 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Conger Management Group, Inc. 
Vlilliam L. Smith 
Smith Horras, PA 
PO Box 140857 
Boise, ID 83 714 
Attorneys for Extreme Line Logistics, Inc. 
Michael 0. Roe 
Rebecca A. Rainey 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chartered 
101 South Capitol Boulevard, 1 oth Floor 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Integrated Financial Associates, Inc., 
Geneva Equities, LLC, and Certain Other Names 
Defendants 
David E. Kerrick 
Kerrick & Associates 
1101 Blaine St. P.O. Box 44 
Caldwell, ID 83606 
Attorney for Michael W & Carol L. Benedick 
Tom Mehiel, President 
Valley Hydro, Inc. 
1904 E. Beech Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Pro Se Defendant, Tom Af ehiel, 
dlbla Valley Hydro, Inc. 
Richard B. Eismann 
Eismann Law Offices 
3016 Caldwell Blvd. 
Nampa, ID 83651-6416 
Attorneys for Riverside, Inc. 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
-~Hand Delivery 
__ Fax (208) 344-8542 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
--;r- Fax (800) 881-6219 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
-~Hand Delivery 
------'--Fax (208) 3 85-53 84 
U.S. Mail 
Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
~Fax (208) 459-4573 
U.S. Mail 
--
--Overnight Mail 
__ Hand Delivery 
__ Fax (208) 454-2706 
U.S. Mail 
__ Overnight Mail 
Hand Delivery 
/Fax (208) 466-4498 
DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMAINT/CROSSCLAIMAINT STANLEY CONSULTANTS, INC'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT INTEGRATED FINANCIAL ASSOCIATES, INC.'S CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT-4 
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Thomas E. Dvorak, ISB No. 5043 
Elizabeth M. Donick, ISB No. 8019 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
600 W. Bannock 
P.O. Box 2720 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone Number: (208) 388-1200 
Facsimile: (208) 388-1300 
7795-8_ 736571 _ l .DOC 
Attorneys for Defendant/Crossclaimant/ 
Counterclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
L E~ D F i .A.M.~P.M. 
DEC 2 1 2009 
CANYON COUNTY 
T EARLS, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business i CONSOLIDATED 
as Knife River, : CASE NO.: CV-08-4251C 
Plaintiff 
V. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et al., 
Defendants. 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
' 
' 
: DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMAINT/ 
' 
: CROSSCLAIMAINT STANLEY 
i CONSULTANTS, INC.'S RESPONSE TO 
! DEFENDANT/CROSSCLAIMAL~T 
j EXTREME LINE LOGISTICS, INC.' S 
: MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
' 
' 
: CASE NO.: CV08-4252C 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
' 
DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMAINT/CROSSCLAIMAINT STANLEY CONSULTANTS, INC. 'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT/CROSSCLAIMANT EXTREME LINE LOGISTICS, INC.'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- l 
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CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., 
an Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al, 
Defendants. 
CASE NO.: CVOS-11321 
COMES NOW, Defendant/Counterclaimant/Crossclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
("Stanley"), an Iowa corporation, by and through its attorneys of record, Givens Pursley LLP, and 
hereby submits this Response to Defendant/Crossclaimant Extreme Line Logistics, Inc.'s Motion 
for Summary Judgment. 
In response, Stanley hereby incorporates and restates as set forth in full, by this reference, 
its own Motion for Summary Judgment, Memorandum in Support of Summary Judgment, 
Affidavit of Eric Nelson in support thereof, Affidavit of Steve Arnold in support thereof, and 
Second Affidavit of Steve Arnold in support thereof, all of which have been filed with this Court 
in the above captioned case. 
DATED this 21st day of December, 2009. 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
EI?iiddr!' · L 
Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant/ 
Crossclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
DEFENDANT/COUNTERCLAIMAINT/CROSSCLAlMAINT STANLEY CONSULT ANTS, INC. 'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT/CROSSCLAIMANT EXTREME LINE LOGISTICS, INC'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- 2 
740 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 21st day of December, 2009, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document to the persons listed below by the method indicated: 
David T. Krueck 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 N. 9th St., Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. 
David E. Wishney 
300 W. Myrtle St., Suite 200 
P.O. Box 837 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRlCT 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE ) 
RIVER, an Orego11 corporation doing business ) 
as Knife River, ) 
Plaintiff: 
v. 
L222- l ID SUMMER WIND, LLC, an Idaho 
Limited Liability Company, et. al., 
De fondants. 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIPE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
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v. 
1222-1 ID SUMMBRWIND, LLC1 an Idaho 
Limited Liability Company, et. al.; 
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CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC an 
Idaho corporation, 
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) 
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) 
L222-11D SUMMERWIND~ LLC, an Idaho ) 
Limited Liability Company, et. al., ) 
) 
Defendants. 
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COMES NOW, Defendant/Cross-Claimant EXTREME LINE LOGISTICS, INC. 
(hereinafter "Extreme Line"), through its counsel of record, William L. Smith of the firm SMITH 
HORRAS, P.A., and hereby sub111its this Reply Memorandum in Opposition to Integrated 
Financial Associates Inc. 's (hereinafter "IFA'~) Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment and 
Stanley Consultants, Inc. 's (hereinafter "SCI") Motion for Summary Judgment. 
I. INTRODUCTION 
On October 14, 2009 Extreme Linc moved the Court for an Order granting Summary 
Judgment and thereby establishing its Claim of Lien as valid and senior in priority to IFA's 
Mortgage. In response~ IF A filed a Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment requesting that the 
Court enter an order denying Extreme Line's Motion for Summary J udg111ent and granting IF A's 
Cross-Motion for Summary Judgment on the grounds that Extreme Line allegedly failed to 
protect its lien rights by filing an action to enforce the same within the six month statutory 
deadline. SCI subsequently moved the court for Summary Judgment against Extreme Line on 
the same grounds. 
Extreme Linc urges the Court to grant Extreme Line's Motion for Summary Judgment 
and deny IFA and SCI's motions for summa1y judgment for the following reasons: 1) the 
requirements of Idaho Codei §45-510 have been satisfied based on the plain, unambiguous 
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meaning of the statute; 2) legislative intent and public policy support Extreme Line>s 
interpretation of the statute~ 3) when viewed objectively it is obvious that IFA and SCI's 
positions are absurd; and 4) the law of other jurisdictions supports Extreme Line's position. 
II. STATEMENT OF UNDISPUTED FACTS 
l. Extreme Linc filed its Claim of Lien in the land records of Canyon County on 
December 19, 2007. 
2. Extreme Line commenced its work on the Project on June 20, 2006. 
3. IFA recorded its Deed of Trnst in the land records of Canyon County on Decem.ber 
22. 2006. 
4. Hap Taylor filed the current action ('10riginal Lawsuit") on April 22, 2008 suing 
Extreme Line based on the interest Extreme Line claimed on the subject property 
pursuant to Extreme Line's Claim of Lien. 
5. Extreme Line entered a Notice of Appearance in the Original Lawsuit on May 13, 
2008. 
6. Extreme Line filed its responsive pleading in the Original Lawsuit, which included 
countersuit and crossclaims on Extreme Line's subject Claim of Lien on July 24, 
2008. 
7. The Original Lawsuit was originally filed by Hap Taylor against 108 defendants. 
Subsequently two additional lawsuits were filed on separate claims of lien related to 
the same real property. The Second Lawsuit has 106 parties. The Third Lawsuit has 
21 parties. Those two lawsuits have been consolidated into the subject action by 
motion practice and order of the Court more than ten months afler the Original 
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Lawsuit was filed. Since all of said actions have now been combined into the 
Original Lawsuit, now the Original Lawsuit has approximately 111 parties and has 
been assigned 3 different case numbers. 
III. ARGUMENT 
Initially it should be noted that the only argument put forward in opposition to Extreme 
Line's pending Motion for Summary Judgment is that said "proceeding'; was not timely 
"conunenced'' as required by Idaho Code, § 45-510. Accordingly, based on the Jack of any 
arguments presented to the contxa.ry, the sole issue for the Court to detennlne in tills matter 
related to Extreme Line is whether a lien claimai1t must, after being sued on the Claim of Lien, 
commence a new completely proceeding to enforce its Claim of Lien when that lien claimant 
has; 1) dutifully recorded and perfected his c.laim of lien within the statutory 90 day time period; 
2) been sued upon that same claim of lien within the six month time period established by 
Section 45-510~ and 3) entered a responsive pleading and appropriate counter and cross 
pleadings within the time frames established in the Original Lawsuit and the Idaho Rules of Civil 
Procedure. Extreme Line submits that the controlling authority (Section 45-510) and relevant 
public policies do not require an entirely new proceeding to be commenced. Extreme Line 
furthet submits that after the Section 45-510 proceeding is commenced, there is no requirement 
that Extreme Line file its counterclaims and crossclaims within the time frame established by 
Sectio1145-510. 
If the Cou1t decides this issue in favor of Extreme Line, then the balance of Extreme 
Line's Motion for Summary Judgment should be granted establishing that Extreme Line's Claim 
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of Lfon is valid and enforceable, that Extreme Line's Claim of Lien has a priority date of June 
20, 2006, and that Extreme Line ts Claim of Lien is senior in priority to IF A's Deed of Trust. 
A. The Plain Meaning of Idaho Code § 45-51V Provides that Extreme Line's 
S:faim 9.f Lien Is Valid and Enforceable 
In IFA's Combined Memorandwn in Q);lQQsition to Extrerp.t:~ Linc Logistics, lnc.'s 
Motion for Summarv Judgment ~d In Support ofintegrated Financial Associates, Inc.'s Cross· 
Motion. for Sumrnary Jqdgment (hereinafter "IFA's Combined Memorandum") and SCPs 
Memorandum in Supp_ort of Defendant/Goi.mt~rcl~irnant/Cross-Claimant Stanley Consultants, 
Inc's Motion for Summary Judgm,llilt (hereinafter "SCl's Memora11d14m"), both IFA and SCI 
argue that proceedings were not commenced on Extreme Line's Claim of Lien within the 
statutory period prescribed by fdaho law in IDAHO CODE§ 45-510 because Extreme Line did not 
com1nence proceedings within six (6) months of the filing of its Claim of Lien (IFA's Combined 
Memorandum, p. 2, SCI's Memorandum, p. 9). 
The statute in question, IDAHO CODE §45~510, states as follows: 
No lien provided for in this chapter binds any building, mmmg claim; 
improvement or structure for a longer period than six (6) months after the claim 
has been filed, unless proceedings be commenced in a proper court within that 
time to enforce such lien. 
IDAHO CODE§ 45-510 (West, 2009). 
In Idaho, "the baseline rule of statutory interpretation is that where the language of the 
statute is plain and unambiguous, we are constrained to follow its plain meaning ... un1ess the 
result is palpably absurd, we must assume that the legislature means what is clearly stated in the 
statute." Poison Creek Pub., Inc. v. Central Idaho Pub,, Inc .. 134 Idaho 426 at 429 (Idaho, 
2000). With regard to mechanic's liens, "they are to be construed liberally, with a view to 
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effecting their object ru.1d doing substantial justice." Utah Implement-Vehicle Co. v. Bowman, 
209 F. 942 at 944 (D. Idaho, 1913). 
Pursuant to IDAHO RULE OF CrvrL PROCEDURE, Rule 3(a)(1) "a civil action is cornmenced 
by the filing of a complaint with the court .... " Further Rule 3(a)(2) is titled "Commencement 
of a protection order proceeding". Clearly in Idaho you commence a proceeding by filing a 
"complaint1 petition or application". I.R.C.P., Rule 3(a) (West 2009). 
In addition to the clarity Rule 3 provides, the plain language of the statute also supports Extreme 
Line's position. Black's Law Dictionary references the same use of the word "proceeding') as 
Section 45-5 J 0 stating: 
. . . The word may be used synonymously with "action" or "suit" to describe the 
entire course of an action at law or suit in equity form the issuance of the writ of 
fl.ing of the complaint until the entry of a final judgment .... 
BLACK'S LAW DICTIONARY, p. 1204 (6th Ed. 1990). Black's also defines the word "commence'' 
as: 
To initiate by perfonning the first act or step. To begin, institute or start. 
Civil action in most jm·isdictions is commenced by filing a complaint with the 
court. Fed.R. Civil P. 3. 
BLACK'S L"..W DICTIONARY, p. 268 (61h Ed. ]990). 
In the case at hand, Plaintiff Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. ('Hap Taylor") filed a complaint 
for foreclosure of its claim of lien on April 22, 2008, naming Extreme Line, IFA, and SCI as 
defendants. The simple application of Rule 3 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure to the 
language of Section 45-510 establishes that a ''proceeding'' was "commenced" on April 22, 2008 
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when Hap Taylor filed a Complaint naming Extreme Line as a Defendant seeking relief l.lpon 
Extreme Line's Claim of Lien. 
Section 45-5 l 0 has no requirement that Extreme Line be the party to commence the 
proceeding. ff A and SCI attempt to look beyond this plain application of Section 45-51 O, by 
manufacturing a requirement that Extreme Line itself commence the proceedings. 1 To the 
contrary, l.C. § 45-510 is written in the passive voice, and by its tenns only requires that 
''proceedings be commcuccdH on the lien within six months, not that the Henor commence 
proceedings on the Lien within six months. Therefore, under the clear and unambiguous (and 
most reasonable) interpretation of Section 45-510, Hap Taylor commenced proceedings on April 
22, 2008, prior to the expiration of the six (6) months deadline requiring proceedings to be 
commenced on Extreme Line's Claim of Lien Thus, Extreme Line's Claim of Lien is valid and 
enforceable, · 
~· .. ~ Legi&lative Intent and Public l!oli£1: 
As put fo1il1 in Utah Implement-Vehicle Co. v. Bowman the intent of the Legislature in 
enactin.g I.C. § 45-510, was to ensure that "any dispute touching" the claims on property be 
"conclusively settled while the facts are still fresh and the witnesses are available." Utah 
Implement-Vehicle Co, v. Bowman, 209 F. 942 at 946 (D. Idaho, 1913) Accordingly, it is 
"admittedly true that if no action at all is commenced within the period therein namedi the lien 
lapses and absolutely ceases to exist as to all the world" and that a "lien is lost as against the 
interest of any person not made a party to an action." Td. at 945, Willes v. Palmer, 78 Idaho 
1 
"Pursuant to Tdaho Code Section 45-510, unless Extreme Line commenced proceedings to enforce the lien within 
that six months of the date of recording, such lien expires and ceases to have any force ot effect." IFA's Combin~g 
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104 at 108 (Idaho, 1956). In these instances, dissipating the remedy of the lien for failure to 
enforce said lien rights is a logical consequence for a claim that is not being adjudicated against 
an absent party in order to prevent delay in conclusively settling all disputes touching the 
Property "while the facts are still fresh and the witnesses arc available,'' Utah Implement-Vehicle 
Co. v. Bowman 209 F. at 946. 
Conversely, dissipating the lien rights of named ciaimants in which proceedings to 
adjudicate the "amount of the claim; the date of its origin, or the time to which the lien relates" 
have duly been commenced within six (6) months docs not logically follow from the stated 
legislative intent. Id. In these instances, the claims on the Property will be conclusively settled 
without any further action by the named claimant. Thus, requiring named claimants in a 
foreclosure proceeding to take affirmative action to enforce theit claims, as IFA and SCI would 
suggest, would require additional judicial time and resources in order to adjudicate claims 
already in the process of adjudication, thereby defeating the desired swiftness in resolution 
apparent .in the legislative intent, and the generally prevailing public policy supporting judicial 
economy. 
Furthermore, in a case such as the case at hand, where the property is large and the 
number of disputes touching the land are almost too numerous to list, it is palpahly absurd in 
light of the above stated legislative intent and public policy to require a lien claimant involved in 
pending proceedings to file a separate complaint initiating their own proceeding for each 
separate lien claimant. The public policy of judicial economy and preservation of judicial 
resources is clear. However, requiring new lawsuits for every claim of lien and thus a motion to 
~11orandmn. p. 6) (I.e. "The materialrnen's lien flled by Extreme Line is Invalid because Extreme Une failed to 
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consolidate for each claim of lien (or risk inconsistent verdicts and more wasted time and effort) 
would undennirie the public policy of judicial economy. If the view argued by IFA and SCI 
were taken, in large cases such as this with approxirnately 111 parties, the amount of time and 
judicial resources expended to process all complaints and cross-claims on the property and 
consolidate them into one would be expanded exponentially. Considering that these disputes 
have already been entered into the judicial process for adjudication, the absurdity of such a 
hypeMechnical requirement is clear. It is also clear that such a position is directly contrary to 
the stated legislative intent and public policy. 
The limited application of LC. §45-510 to invalidate liens only in those cases where no 
proceedings have been commenced or as to lienors who are not made parties to the action 
teinforces this legislative intent and public policy. A great number of cases in Idaho have 
enforced Section 45-510 to invalidate liens as against property owners, lien claimants, and 
mortgagees which were not made a party to foreclosure proceedings. Conversely, Section 45-510 
does not appear to have ever been used to invalidate the Hen rights of a named claimant in a 
foreclosure proceeding against another named owner, lien claimant, or mortgagee of the Property 
in the same proceeding. 
Furthermore, in addition to the stated intent, the mechanic's lien statutes "are to be 
construed liberally, with a view to effecting their object and doing substantial justice." Utah 
Implement-Vehicle Co. at 944. Therefore, IFA and SCI's desired application of Section 45-510 to 
affect a loss of lien rights to a claimant who has already invested significant resources in 
commence proceedings to foreclose its Claim of Lien, SCJ's M!'lmoran4_ll!I1 p. 9). 
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adjudicating his claim, also runs counter to the substantial justice the law is intended to provide 
to mechanic's lien claimants. 
C. Tpe lnteri:!t~t~tion Advanced by IFA and SCI Is Hvper-TechnicaJ, Absurd1 
and Coynterp;rodµctivi;; to th~ Public Poli£ies Qf the State of Idaho 
When properly scrutinized it is clear that the interpretation advanced by IFA and SCI is 
hyper-technical, absurd, and counterproductive to the public policies of the State of Idaho. 
A foreclosure proceeding "is to be commenced to enforce the liet1, not against a single 
specified estate or interest, but against any estate, interest, or right which the lienor claims to be 
adverse and subordinate to his Hen, and therefore subject to foreclosure." Id. at 946. In the case 
at hand, it is without question, that the proceedings commenced by Hap Taylor, naming Extreme 
Line, IF A, and SCI as party defendants, would adjudicate each parties claim without any further 
action by the parties. It is also well settled that Extreme Line, IF A, and SCI would be bound by 
the subsequent decree of foreclosure and ensuing foreclosure sale. Thetefote, requiring Extreme 
Line to file an independent foreclosure suit, or even file a counterclaim 'Nithin the six month 
window created by Section 45-510 in order to preserve its lien, given the very nature of 
foreclosure proceedings, would be a superfluous requirement and a waste of judicial resources. 
Ri..tle 13(a) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure r~quires that ••[a] pleading shall state as 
a co1mterclaim any claim which at the time of the serving the pleading the pleader has against the 
opposing party, if it arises out of the transaction or occurrence that is the subject matter of the 
opposing parties claim .. .'1 I.R.C.P. Rule 13(a). Essentially, subject to the occasional 
exception, a lien claim.ant such as Extreme Line is already forced to file his action in the original 
proceeding commenced by the second lien claimant, or risk losing the claim. 
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IFA seemingly argues that Extreme Line m1.1st file its counterclaims, third party 
complaints, and crossclaims within six month period established by Section 45-510. However 
the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure govern the proceeding aHer the proc:eeding is initiated or 
"commenced" and those same rules establish the deadlines for responsive pleadings and 
applications for default. IF A is asking this Court to create new law and hold that after a 
proceeding is commenced against a lien claimant on a claim of lien the lien claimant must file its 
responsive pleadings (co1mterclaims, cross claims and third party claims) within the original six 
month time frame established by Section 45-510 instead of the time fraxnes established by the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and the Summons itself served upon the defendant. If the Court 
agrees with IF A the Court would establish new ptecedent creating unnecessary attorney 
malpractice claims and causing lien claimanf s to lose property rights they are already taking 
action to enforce and protect--without any corresponding public policy being served. 
The public policies advanced by Section 45-510 are served by the intel'pretation derived 
from the most simple and reasonable reading of the statute, that being that a proceeding must be 
commenced by any party and that once said proceeding is commenced (by any party), the 
deadllne established by Section 45-510 has been satisfied. There would be no ridiculous 
requirement that a defendant be potcntia11y required to plead before his twenty days identified in 
the original summons has elapsed (or risk complete loss of all compensation for his hard work 
and all funds advanced to the Project in the form of materials). Further, there would be no 
slowing of the legal tirneframe established by Section 45-510. At the point when the proceeding 
is commenced the numerous deadlines imposed by the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure would 
kick in and ensure that the proceeding remains on course to timely completion, just as in every 
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other type of lawsuit. If the Defondant did not timely comply with the deadlines imposed by the 
Idaho Rules of Civil Procedutei he would lose his rights through and order of default, just as in 
every other type of lawsuit 
The reading of the statute advanced by IFA and SCI is hyper-technical, absurd and 
counterproductive to the public policies of the State ofldaho. 
D. The .La\\' Of Oth~r .Jurisdictions Su12ports Extreme Line's Posiriop, 
The Supreme Court of Nevada has interpreted a nearly identical statute to Idaho Code § 
45-510 in Hunter v. Truckee Lodge, No. 141.0.0.F. et. ali 14 Nev. 24, 1879 WL 3454 (Nev., 
1879) [decided on other grounds]. In Hunter, the Supreme Court of Nevada interpreted, Nevada 
Stat. 1875 (revised and recodified as N.R.S. 108.233), the language of which is as follows; "no 
lien shall be binding for a longer period than six months after the same is filed unless 
proceedings be commenced in a proper court within that time to enforce the same.» Id. at 3. In 
determining the issue of whether the lien claimants ("intervenors") failed to commence 
proceedings in time, the Nevada Supreme Court reasoned as follows: 
We think the intervenors were connected with the proceeding ... from the moment the 
action was commenced and notice publis.hed by the plaintiffs. The action was a 
proceeding to enforce not only the lien of the plaintiffs but all the recorded liens ... The 
court has decided in these cases ... that holders of recorded liens may prove them without 
having pleaded them, and such is the plain meaning of the statute. Id. 
The court further reasoned that: 
If the commenceme11t of the first action and the publication of the statutory notice gives 
the court jurisdiction to detennine all the recorded claims; and if the determination of that 
action bars all claims not presented, it would seem that the holders of all such cfaitns 
are necessarily connected with the proceeding from the moment of its institution. 
This consu·uction of the statute can lead to no possible inconvenience, and is in accord 
not only with its letter but its spirit, which is to afford a simple, inexpensive and summary 
process for the enforcement of mechanics' liens, Id. 
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Under this persuasive authority, interpreting a virtually identical statute to Idaho Code § 
45-510 in both its terms and effect, it is apparent that the te1'ms of the statute do rurt require the 
lien claimant to take affirmative action to preserve its lien lights by filing a separate lawsuit. The 
spirit of the law, public policy, and very nature of the proceedings themselves suppoit this 
position. Pursuant to this persuasive authority, it would follow that the proceedings were 
commenced by Hap Taylor's filing of foreclosure proceedings on April 22, 2008 against 
Extreme Line, IF A, and SCI, and that Extreme Line was not required to take additional. 
affirmative action to preserve its lien rights in relation to IF A and SCI outside of protecting its 
rights in the Original Lawsuit. 
Furthermore, TFA 's reliance on Virginia case law interpreting a vastly different 
mechanic's lien law as "well reasoned persuasive authority" that ''Extreme Line needed to take 
affirmative action to enforce its lien,. (JFA's Combined Memorandum, p. 8) is a skewed 
interpretation of Idaho 1s mechanic lien law in comparison to the mechanic is lien law of Virginia, 
and should not be considered persuasive. VA. CODE ANN. § 43-22, specifically requires "a lienor 
to seek en:forcement of its lien only by filing an independent suit or by filing a petition to 
intervene in the enforcement suit of another lienor." Isle of Wight Material5· Campany, Inc. v. 
Cowling Bros., Inc. et al., 246 Va. 103 at 106 (Va., 1993). Consequently, it necessarily follows 
that in order to enforce a lien in Virginia within the time limitations set forth by VA CODE ANN. 
§43-17, that the lienor must affirmatively act in one of the statutodly mandated methods. 
However, as no such statutorily mandated methods of enforcing a lien exist in Idaho, any 
synthesis of Virginia law to Idaho law in this instance is incongruent. 
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IV. CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, proceedings were commenced in this matter by Hap Taylor's 
filing of a complaint on Ap1il 22, 2008, and because Extreme L1ne was sued as a defendant 
Extreme Line was not required to take any independent affirmative action to commence a second 
proceeding to preserve its lien rights pursuant to LC. § 45~510. Having folly complied with the 
requirements of l.C. § 45~510, Extrenie Line's Claim of Lien remains valid and enforceable 
against IFA and SCI, and for the reasons stated in the Memorandum in Support of Extreme Line 
LQgi9tics. Inc. 's Mofam for Summar;y Judgment is valid and senior in priority to IF A's 
Mortgage. Accordingly, Extreme Line respectfully requests that this Court enter an order (1) 
denying IF A~s Cross~Motion for Summary Judgment and SC I's Motion for Summary Judgment; 
and (2) for an order granting Extreme Line's Motion for Summar:i:: Judgment and 0stabllshing 
that Extreme Line's Claim of Lien is valid and enforceable and senior in priority to IFA's 
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CONGER MAL'.JAGEMENT GROUP, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-l ID SlJMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
corporation, et al., 
Defendants. 
COME NOW Integrated Financial Associates, Inc. and its assigns (collectively 
"IFA") and Geneva Equities, LLC ("Geneva"), by and through their undersigned counsel of 
record, Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd., and hereby file this memorandum in 
opposition to Stanley Consultants, I:nc.'s ("Stanley") motion for summary judgment. 
Specifically, IFA and Geneva seek an order from this Court finding that the priority of Stanley's 
mechanic's lien is inferior to that of the mortgages recorded by IFA and Geneva. 
I. INTRODUCTION 
The issue presented on the pending motion for summary judgment is whether 
off-site preparatory work such as "project administration services" will support the p1iority date 
of a mechanic's lien. Stanley has filed a mechanic's lien on the subject property alleging a 
priority date of June 26, 2007, and based upon this alleged priority date, claims superiority over 
IFA's and Geneva's mortgages, recorded July 13, 2007, and July 17, 2007, respectively 
(collectively, "Mortgages"). The evidence upon which Stanley relies to support its alleged 
priority date indicate that any work performed prior to the recording of these Mortgages was not 
perfonned on-site and is not, therefore, the type of work that will suppo1i the priority date of a 
mechanic's lien under Idaho law. Because the work performed by Stanley on June 26, 2007, 
cannot establish a priority date as a matter of law, this Court must enter an order finding that the 
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Mortgages are prior in time and superior to Stanley's claim of lien and, therefore, deny Stanley's 
motion for summary judgment. 
II. STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 
1. The real property that is the subject of this motion for summary judgment 
is more particularly described as Lot 40, Block 1, in the Summerwind at Orchard Hills 
Subdivision Phase I, as recorded in book 39 of plats at page 21, located in section 32, 
Township 4 N01ih, Range 4 West, Boise Meridian, Canyon County, Idaho (the "Prope1iy"). 
Affidavit of Steve Arnold in Support of Defendant/Counterclaimant/Crossclaimant Stanley 
Consultants, Inc.'s Motion for Summary Judgment, Exhibit B. 
2. On or about June 26, 2007, Steve Arnold performed approximately 1.5 
hours of "project administration services" on behalf of Stanley. Second Affidavit of Steve 
Arnold in Support of Defendant/Counterclaimant/Crossclaimant Stanley Consultants, Inc.' s 
Motion for Summary Judgment ("Second Arnold Aff.") at 2, i! 5, and Exhibit A 
3. IFA recorded a mortgage on the Property in the recotds of Canyon County 
as Instrument No. 2007048605 on July 13, 2007. 
4. Geneva recorded a mortgage on the Property in the records of Canyon 
County as Instrument No. 2007049350 on July 17, 2007. 
5. Other than the 1.5 hours of "project administration services" performed by 
Steve Arnold on June 26, 2007, no other work was performed by Stanley prior to the July 13, 
2007 and July 17, 2007 recording dates of the Mortgages. See, generally, Second Arnold Aff., 
Exhibit A 
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III. ARGUMENT 
The sole issue presented by Stanley's motion for smmnary judgment with respect 
to its alleged priority over the Mo1igages is whether the "project administration services" 
performed by Stanley on June 26, 2007, is the type of work that will support the priority date of a 
mechanic's lien under Idaho law. Idaho Code Section 45-506 dictates the priority of liens and 
provides as follows: 
The liens provided for in this chapter shall be on equal footing with 
those liens within the same class of liens, without reference to the 
date of the filing of the lien claim or claims and are prefened to 
any lien, mortgage or other encumbrance, which may have 
attached subsequent to the time when the building, improvement or 
structure was commenced, work done, equipment, materials or 
fixtures were rented or leased, or materials or professional services 
were commenced to be furnished .... 
As early as 1905, the Idaho Supreme Court had the opp01iunity to construe this statute. In so 
doing, it explained that the potential priority dates provided by the statute for the different types 
of liens could be ascertained by breaking the statute down into the three following segments: 
(1) The liens provided for in this chapter are preferred to any 
liens, mortgages or other encumbrances which may have attached 
subsequent to the time when the building, improvement or 
structure was commenced. 
* * * 
(2) The liens provided for in this chapter are preferred to any 
lien, mortgage or other encumbrance which may have attached 
subsequent to the time when the work was commenced to be done. 
* * * 
(3) The liens provided for in this chapter are preferred to any 
lien, m01igage or other encumbrance which may have attached 
subsequent to the time when the materials were commenced to be 
furnished. 
Pacific States Sav., Loan & Bldg. Co. v. Dubois, 11Idaho319, 83 P. 513, 514 (1905). 
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In 1977, the Idaho Legislature added a provision to the mechanic's lien statute 
allowing for "professional services" as a category of work that would support a mechanic's lien. 
At the time the "professional services" amendment was added, the Idaho legislature used the 
same "commenced to be furnished" language that was previously associated with the delivery of 
materials. At the time of the legislative amendment, this "commenced to be furnished" language 
had not been interpreted by any Idaho court of appellate review. It was not until 1985 that the 
Idaho Court of Appeals interpreted the "commenced to be furnished" language as it related to 
supplies provided by materialmen. Relying on the Pacific States decision discussed above, the 
court noted that, for materialmen, the commencement date of a mechanic's lien was the date the 
materials arrived on site not the date the materialman began preparing the materials for 
shipment. Beall Pipe & Tank Corp. v. Tumac Intermountain, Inc., 108 Idaho 487, 700 P.2d 109 
(Ct. App. 1985) (citing Walker v. Lytton Sav. & Loan Ass'n ofN. Cal., 2 Cal. 3d 152, 84 Cal. 
Rptr. 521, 524, 465 P.2d 497, 500 (1970)). With Beall Pipe, it became clear that, under Idaho 
law, the "commenced to be furnished" language, when referring to provision of materials, means 
the date such materials were furnished or delivered on-site. The question presented by this case 
is whether the same "on-site" requirement also applies to professional services. 
Not only is there no principled reason why the "commenced to be furnished" 
should not also require some work to be performed "on-site" when referring to professional 
services, such interpretation is consistent with the majority rnle throughout the United States. 
Indeed, most states require the commencement of visible constrnction activity as the defining 
moment for attachment of a mechanic's lien and establishment of lien priority. For example, in 
D 'Orsay International Partners v. Superior Court, 123 Cal. App. 4th 836, 20 Cal Rptr. 3d 399 
(2005), the general contractor asserted a lien for design related services, both for performing 
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design and planning services, and for hiring design professionals. The court held that the general 
contractor's lien could not attach unless and until construction had been unde1iaken by the doing 
of actual visible work on the land or the delivery of construction materials thereto. Id. at 842, 20 
Cal Rptr. 3d at 403. "The rationale for the ground-work requirement is twofold. First, under 
section 3128 of the California Civil Code, a mechanic's lien attaches to the work of improvement 
and the land on which it is situated; if no work or improvement has commenced, there is nothing 
upon which the lien can attach. Second, actual visible work on the land notifies potential lenders 
that mechanic's liens have arisen." Id. (citing In re Morrell, 42 B.R 973, 976 (Bankr. N.D. Cal. 
1984)). 
In Utah, "commencement to do work" in order to establish lien priority over a 
recorded mmigage requires visible evidence of work performed. See Calder Bros. Co. v. 
Anderson, 62 P .2d 922, 924 (Utah 1982). 
In Arkansas, "commencement of the buildings or improvements" for purposes of 
determining lien priority has been held to mean that the work done "must be such as to make it 
obvious that improvements on the prope1iy were being commenced or were underway." There 
must be "[ s Jome visible or manifest action on the premises to be improved, making it apparent 
that the building is going up or other improvement is to be made." See Clark v. General Elec. 
Co., 243 Ark. 299, 404-05, 420 S.W.2d 830, 833-34 (1967). 
In Maryland, before there can be "commencement of the building" that would 
give a mechanic's lien claimant preference over a recorded mortgage, there must be (1) a 
manifest commencement of some work or labor on the ground that everyone can readily see and 
recognize as the commencement of a building, and (2) the work done must have been begun with 
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the intention and purpose then formed to continue the work until completion of the building. See 
Rupp v. Earl H Cline & Sons, Inc. 230 Md. 573, 578, 188 A.2d 146, 149 (1963). 
Finally, constrning a statute nearly identical to Idaho's mechanic's lien statute1 
and quoting the Pacific States decision, the Supreme Court of Nevada held that the "work done" 
provision of the priority date scheme required on-site activity and/or the commencement of 
construction before the lien would attach: 
It is clear that the "work done" provision of NRS 108.225 only 
prefers "liens for work or labor, which work or labor was begun 
prior to the filing of a mortgage (or recording of a deed of trust), 
but begun after the commencement of the erection of the 
building .... " 
Aladdin v. Tr. of the Cent. States, 93 Nev. 257, 260, 563 P.2d 82, 84 (1977) (quoting Pacific 
States Sctv., Loan & Bldg. Co. v. Dubois, 11 Idaho 319, 83 P. 513, 514 (1905)). The Nevada 
Supreme Comi then added the following reasoning to support its decision: 
Here, actual on-site construction had not yet started and the 
architectural, soil testing, and survey work appellants rely on for 
their priority is insufficient to constitute the commencement of a 
building or improvement; something more is required. (Citations 
omitted.) Were we to hold otherwise a11d permit mechanics' liens 
to accrue based on this work done prior to the commencement o( 
co11struction, mechanics' liens could relate back to a time long 
before there were any visible signs of construction to inform 
prospective lenders inspecting the premises that liens had attached. 
Under such circumstances, no prudent businessman would be 
willing to lend construction money. 
Id. at 260, 563 P .2d at 84 (emphasis added). Significantly, in Aladdin, the work upon which the 
lien claimants relied to establish their priority date was on-site work - just not of a type that was 
1 The Nevada statute does not contain the professional services clause found in the Idaho 
counterpart. 
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visible and lasting in nature such that a potential lender could have observed that work had begun 
based upon a visual inspection. Id. at 259, 563 P.2d at 83. 
The persuasive authority from our sister jurisdictions discussed above has been 
accepted by at least one other district court in Idaho. In the case of In re Tarnarack Resort 
Foreclosure and Related Proceedings, the Honorable Patrick H. Owen presiding, the Court 
rejected the lien claimant's, Scott Hedrick Construction, Inc., argument that the date it 
commenced its off-site preparatory work should be the date that supported its priority date: 
"Because Scott Hedrick did not actually work at the site until after the mortgages were recorded, 
the Court will find that the priority of the Credit Suisse mortgages is superior to this claim of 
lien." Memorandum Decision and Order re: Priority Between Credit Suisse and Various Lien 
Claimants at 18, Appendix A, attached hereto. 
In the case at bar, the work upon which Stanley relies to suppo1i the priority date 
of its claim oflien are 1.5 hours of work billed as "project administration services" performed by 
Steven Arnold on June 26, 2007. Second Arnold Aff. at 2, ir 5. The work allegedly performed 
by Mr. Arnold is more removed from the type of preparatory on-site work at issue in Aladdin 
that would not support a claim of lien under Nevada law. More significantly, the "project 
administration services" performed by Mr. Arnold is more closely akin to the type of work 
performed by Scott Hedrick that was at issue in the Tamarack matter discussed above in which 
the District Court held that such off-site, preparatory work would not support a priority date 
under Idaho's mechanic's lien laws. Stanley does not and cannot show any other work 
perfonned by Stanley prior to the recording date of the Mortgages. See, generally, Second 
Arnold Aff., Exhibit A. Because the only work performed by Stanley prior to the recording date 
of the Mortgages was for "project administration services" the type of off-site, preparatory 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO STANLEY CONSULTANTS, INC.'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 8 Client1468566.1 
767 
work that will not suppo1i a claim of lien Stanley cannot rely on such work to support its 
priority claims. All other work perfonned by Stanley occurred after the Mortgages were 
recorded. Therefore, the priority date of Stanley's mechanic's lien is later in time, junior and 
inferior to the Mortgages. Accordingly, this Comi should find that the Mortgages have priority 
over Stanley's mechanic's lien and enter an order denying Stanley's motion for summary 
judgment. 
IV. CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, IFA and Geneva respectfully request that this Court 
find that the Mortgages have priority over Stanley's mechanic's lien and enter an order denying 
Stanley's motion for summary judgment. 
DATED this 24th day of December, 2009. 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
4/ By-o1-~~~~~~~---'-~~~~:.>.-~ 
Rebecca A. Rainey 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Integrated Financial Associates, Inc., 
Geneva Equities, LLC, and 
Certain Other N arned Defendants 
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Case No. CV-08-31 lC Case No. CV-08-508C 
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Credit Suisse has filed motions for summary judgment to establish the validity of its 
mortgages, and the priority of these mortgages vis a vis numerous lien claimants. For the 
MEMORANDUM DECISION AND ORDER RE: PRIORITY BETWEEN CREDIT SUISSE 
AND VARIOUS LIEN CLAIMANTS -- Page 1 
773 
reasons set forth below, the Court will find that the mortgages are valid and enforceable and, 
except as to the lien claim of Teufel Nursery, Inc., the Court will find that the priority of the 
Credit Suise mortgages is superior to the lien claims specified herein. 
Background and Proceedings 
Tamarack Resort, LLC (Tamarack), and its related entities, own the Tamarack Resort 
(the Resort), which consists of several thousand acres of fee and leasehold property near the city 
of Donnelly, Valley County, Idaho. Amenities at the Resort include a championship golf 
course, downhill and cross-country winter skiing, a lodge and hotel, conference and meeting 
facilities, and numerous retail and restaurant outlets. The Resort also includes a number of 
platted subdivisions which have been improved and marketed to the public as custom home 
sites, custom residences, townhomes and condominiums. Tamarack planned to grow the resort 
by continuing to develop and market its remaining real property, including building and selling 
a large number of luxury condominiums. 
In 2006, Tamarack began construction of two large condominium projects: the Village 
Plaza Condominium Project, and the Lake Wing Condominium Project. 1 The Village Plaza 
project involved construction of six large buildings which would contain about 129 luxury 
condominiums. The Lake Wing project involved building luxury condominiums on a site 
adjacent to the existing hotel and lodge. 
On May 19, 2006, Tamarack entered into a $250,000,000.00 Credit Agreement with a 
consortium of lenders, including Credit Suisse. The Credit Agreement appointed Credit 
1 This project is also referred to as the Lodge at Osprey Meadows Lake Wing. 
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Suisse as administrative agent and collateral agent for the lenders. Proceeds from the loan were 
to refinance Tamarack's existing debt, fund constrnction costs of development projects, pay for 
certain accounts receivable, and fund reserves and transaction costs. 
The Credit Agreement was secured, in part, by two mortgages. One of the mortgages 
encumbered real property at the Resort owned by Tamarack. The other mortgage encumbered 
real property at the Resort owned by Tamarack's wholly owned subsidiaries, Tamarack 
Whitewater Construction LLC, and Village Plaza Construction LLC. These mortgages were 
recorded with the County Recorder of Valley County on May 19, 2006. In all, these mortgages 
encumbered nearly all of the Resort's real property interests. 
In 2007, the Resort experienced significant financial difficulties which resulted in 
suspension of all constrnction projects and defaults under the Credit Agreement. Following 
suspension of constrnction, many of the companies involved in the various construction and 
development projects at the Resort filed statutory mechanic's and materialmen's claims oflien 
with the Valley County Recorder. 
Credit Suisse filed this action on March 11, 2008 seeking judicial foreclosure of its 
mortgages. In its complaint, Credit Suisse named the existing lien claimants as defendants and 
asserted that the priority of its mortgages was superior to the priority of the lien claimants. Over 
time, the number oflien claimants has increased. Credit Suisse has amended its complaint 
twice to include these additional lien claimants as defendants. 
Some of the lien claimants also filed separate actions in Valley County seeking to 
foreclose their liens and to obtain an award of damages. In a series of Orders, the Court has 
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consolidated a number of these lien foreclosure actions with this original action. Trial of these 
matters is scheduled to begin in March 2010. 
On February 10, 2009, the Court entered an Order requiring all mechanic and 
materialmen lien claimants to complete, file and serve a "Mechanic's Lien Claimant Form." 
Among other things, the Mechanic's Lien Claimant Form required disclosure of such 
information as identification of the property subject to the lien, the "start date," i.e. the date on 
which labor or services were first provided, and the "priority date," i.e. any earlier date which 
the lien claimant asserts the lien should relate back to. On May 14, 2009, the Court entered an 
Order requiring lien claimants to supplement the Mechanic's Lien Claimant Fonn. 
Tamarack contracted with defendant Banner/Sabey II, LLC (Banner/Sabey) as the 
general contractor for the Village Plaza Construction Project. Banner/Sabey began work at the 
Village Plaza Condominium Project site during April 2006, prior to the date that the Credit 
Suisse mortgages were recorded in Valley County. After Tamarack suspended construction of 
the Village Plaza Condominium Project, Banner/Sabey filed a claim of lien against the Village 
Plaza Condominium Project. Credit Suisse named Banner/Sabey as a defendant in this case. In 
an earlier decision in this case, the Court granted Banner/Sabey' s motion for partial summary 
judgment that the priority of its statutory lien on the Village Plaza Construction Project site is 
superior to the priority of the Credit Suisse mortgage(s). See Memorandum Decision and Order 
Re: Banner/Sabey II, LLC's Motion for Partial Summary Judgment entered May 1, 2009. 
On August 13, 2009, Credit Suisse filed these seventeen motions for summary judgment 
seeking a ruling that: 1) its mortgages are valid and enforceable, and 2) the priority of its 
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mortgages is superior to the lien claims of these seventeen lien claimants. The Court heard 
argument on these motions on October 22, 2009. P. Bruce Badger, Fabian & Clendenin, Salt 
Lake City, Utah, appeared and argued for Credit Suisse. Kara R. Masters, Skellenger Bender, 
Seattle, Washington, appeared by telephone conference and argued for defendant CH2M Hill, 
Inc. Richard A. Cummings, Cummings Law Offices, Boise, Idaho, appeared and argued for 
defendants J. H. Masonry, Inc. and Western States Crane Company. David M. Pell1y, Cosho 
Humphrey, LLP, Boise, Idaho, appeared and argued for Hobson Fabricating Corporation. 
David T. Krueck, Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A., Boise, Idaho, appeared and argued for 
defendant Kesler Construction, Inc. LYll1ette M. Davis, Hawley Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, 
Boise, Idaho, appeared and argued for defendant EZA, P.C. d/b/a OZ Architecture of Boulder. 
Geoffrey J. McConnell, Meuleman Mollerup, LLP, Boise, Idaho, appeared and argued for 
defendants Interior Systems, Inc. and YMC, Inc. Charles W. Fawcett, Skinner Fawcett, Boise, 
Idaho, appeared and argued for defendants American Stair Corp. and Sunbelt Rentals, Inc. M. 
Darin Hammond, Smith Knowles, P .C., Ogden, Utah, appeared by telephone conference and 
argued for defendant PCF, Inc. d/b/a Pella Windows and Doors. John K. Olson, Hawley 
Troxell Ennis & Hawley LLP, Boise, Idaho, appeared and argued for defendant Quality Tile 
Roofing, Inc. Bart W. Harwood, Hall, Farley, Oberrecht & Blanton, Boise, Idaho, appeared and 
argued for defendant Banner/Sabey II, LLC. Alexander P. McLaughlin, Davison, Copple, 
Copple & Copple, Boise, Idaho, appeared and argued for defendant Tri-State Electric, fnc. 
Arnold L. V/agner, Meuleman Mollerup, LLP, Boise, Idaho, appeared and argued for defendant 
Scott Hedrick Construction, fnc. Justin T. Cranney, Pickens Law, P.A., Boise, Idaho, appeared 
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and argued for defendant Teufel Nursery, Inc. Jeffrey M. Wilson, Wilson & McColl, Boise, 
Idaho, counsel for defendant United Rentals Northwest, Inc., did not appear, but counsel for 
Credit Suisse and United Rentals Northwest, Inc. filed a stipulation that the matter shall be 
submitted for determination based upon the briefing on file. 
Standard of Review 
"Summary judgment is appropriate if the pleadings, affidavits, and discovery documents 
on file with the court ... demonstrate no material issue of fact such that the moving party is 
entitled to a judgment as a matter oflaw." Brewer v. Washington RSA No. 8 Ltd. Partnership, 
145 Idaho 735, 738, 184 P.3d 860, 863 (2008) (quoting Badell v. Beeks, 115 Idaho 101, 102, 
765 P.2d 126, 127 (1988) (citing I.R.C.P. 56(c)). The burden of proof is on the moving party to 
demonstrate the absence of a genuine issue of material fact. Rouse v. Household Finance 
Corp., 144 Idaho 68, 70, 156 P.3d 569, 571 (2007) (citing Evans v. Griswold, 129 Idaho 902, 
905, 935 P.2d 165, 168 (1997)). 
Where the jury is the trier of fact, the court must draw all reasonable factual inferences 
in favor of the non-moving party. Mackay v. Four Rivers Packing Co., 145 Idaho 408, 410, 
179 P.3d 1064, 1066 (2008). However, where, as here, the court is the trier of fact, the court 
may draw probable inferences from the undisputed evidentiary facts because the court would 
have to resolve those conflicts at trial. Riverside Dev. Co. v. Ritchie, 103 Idaho 515, 519, 650 
P.2d 657, 661 (1982). However, if the facts are conflicting and disputed, those facts must still 
be viewed in favor of the non-moving party. Argyle v. Slemaker, 107 Idaho 668, 670, 691 P.2d 
1283, 1285 (Ct. App. 1984). 
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"Once the moving party establishes the absence of a genuine issue of material fact, the 
burden shifts to the non-moving party," to provide specific facts showing there is a genuine 
issue for trial. Kiebert v. Goss, 144 Idaho 225, 228, 159 P.3d 862, 865 (2007) (citing Hei v. 
Holzer, 139 Idaho 81, 85, 73 P.3d 94, 98 (2003)). 
The non-moving party's case must be anchored in something more than speculation; a 
mere scintilla of evidence is not enough to create a genuine issue. Zimmerman v. Volkswagon 
of America, Inc., 128 Idaho 851, 854, 920 P .2d 67, 70 (1996). The non-moving party may not 
simply rely upon mere allegations in the pleadings, but must set forth in affidavits specific facts 
showing there is a genuine issue for trial. LR.C.P. 56(e); see Rhodehouse v. Stutts, 125 Idaho 
208, 211, 868 P.2d 1224, 1227 (1994). If the non-moving party does not provide such a 
response, "summary judgment, if appropriate, shall be entered against the party." I.R.C.P. 
56(e). 
Analysis 
A. The Credit Suisse mortgages are valid and enforceable. 
In support of its motion for summary judgment, Credit Suisse submitted the affidavit of 
Megan Kane, a director of Credit Suisse. In this affidavit, Ms. Kane identified, authenticated, 
and provided an evidentiary foundation as business records for all of the various documents 
comprising the loan agreement between the lenders and Tamarack, including the Credit 
Agreement and the mortgages referenced above. Each of these documents has been attached, 
identified and authenticated in prior filings in this case, including the September 23, 2008 
Affidavit of Michael Crisci to in Support of Plaintiffs Renewed Motion to Appoint Receiver. 
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In the motions for summary judgment, Credit Suisse asserts that the mortgages are valid 
and enforceable. Credit Suisse has made an appropriate showing that the mortgages are valid 
and enforceable in that the instruments are in \Vr:iting, contain a sufficient description of the 
subject property, are in proper form, were duly executed and acknowledged, and were properly 
recorded in the proper place. Accordingly, Credit Suisse has demonstrated that there is no 
genuine issue of fact as to these matters. The Court finds that the burden as to these matters 
shifted to the defendants to show that there is a genuine issue of material fact. 
None of the defendants has made any argument or presented any evidence that would 
, demonstrate that there is any genuine fact issue relating to the validity or enforceability of these 
mortgages.2 Accordingly, summary judgment is appropriate on this issue. The Court will grant 
summary judgment to Credit Suisse that the Tamarack, Whitewater Construction LLC, and 
Village Plaza Construction LLC mortgages are valid and enforceable with respect to these 
seventeen lien claims. 
2 A number of lien claimants moved pursuant to I.R.C.P. 56(t) to continue the hearing on these motions for 
summary judgment to allow for additional time to conduct discovery into the details of the loan arrangement 
between Credit Suisse and Tamarack. These lien claimants referred to and relied upon an interim (and later 
withdrawn) decision of a federal bankruptcy judge, the Honorable Ralph B. Kirscher, that a mortgage securing a 
Credit Suisse loan made to the Yellowstone Club in Montana should be "equitably subordinated" to the allowed 
claims of the unsecured creditors in that proceeding. See fn re: Yellowstone Mountain Club, LLC, United States 
Bankruptcy Court for the District of Montana, Case No. 08-61570-1 I, Partial & Interim Order entered May 13, 
2009. The moving lien claimants asserted they should have additional time to develop whether "equitable 
subordination" could be applied in this case. The Court heard argument on this motion on October 2, 2009 and 
denied the motions. The Court has expressed no view on the substance of this issue since it has not been presented, 
briefed or argued. The Court ruled that it would not delay the summary judgment hearing to allow additional time 
for discovery into this issue. The Court understands that discovery is ongoing. 
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B. The Priority Issues. 
1. CH2M Hill, Inc. (Lien No. 330033) 
Per its disclosures, CH2M Hill, Inc. provided professional engineering services for the 
"Heritage Project." The Court understands that the Heritage Project property is the site of a 
future subdivision development at the Resort. On September 15, 2009, CH2M Hill, Inc. 
recorded a release of this claim of lien. On September 15, 2009, CH2M Hill, Inc. filed a Notice 
and Disclaimer of Interest in this case. In light of the fact that this claim of lien has been 
released, the issue of priority between the Credit Suisse mortgages and the lien claim of CH2M 
,Hill, Inc. is moot and does not require any decision. See, e.g., Idaho Schs. for Equal Educ. 
Opportunity v. Idaho State Bd. of Educ., 128 Idaho 276, 281, 912 P.2d 644, 649 (1996). 
2. J. H. Masonry, Inc. (Lien Nos. 329464, 330896), and 
3. Western States Crane Company (Lien Nos. 329467, 330897) 
J. H. Masonry, Inc. and Western States Crane Company both filed claims of lien against 
the Village Plaza Condominium Project site. In response to the Credit Suisse motion for 
summary judgment, both filed disclaimers of interest in this case, in which each disclaimed any 
interest in the real property described in the liens. During oral argument, counsel for J .H. 
Masonry, Inc. and Western States Crane Company represented that lien releases also have been 
I 
recorded. In such case, and barring any question as to the effect of such lien releases, the issue 
of priority between the Credit Suisse mortgages and these lien claimants is likewise moot. 
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4. Hobson Fabricating Corporation (Lien Nos. 331071, 331072, 331076, 
331077,331079,331080,331081,331082,331083) 
Hobson Fabricating Corporation (Hobson) filed claims of lien against nwnerous 
improved lots in one of the Resort's developed subdivisions which are referred to as the 
"Trillium" townhomes or condominiums. Hobson did not file any opposition to the motion for 
summary judgment. At oral argument, counsel for Hobson stated that Hobson does not object 
to an order granting Credit Suisse's motion that the priority of the Credit Suisse mortgages is 
superior to these Hobson claims oflien. Accordingly, the Court will grant summary judgment 
to Credit Suisse that the priority of its mortgages is superior to these liens of Hobson. 
5. Kesler Construction, Inc. (Lien No. 330098) 
Kesler Construction, Inc. (Kesler) filed this claim of lien against the Lake Wing 
. Condominium Project.3 Kesler Construction, Inc. did not file any opposition to Credit Suisse's 
motion for summary judgment. At oral argwnent, counsel for Kesler Construction, Inc. 
conceded that the priority for this claim of lien is inferior to that of the Credit Suisse 
mortgages.4 Accordingly, the Court will grant Credit Suisse's motion for summary judgment 
that the priority of its mortgages is superior to this claim of lien of Kesler. 
6. EZA, P.C. d/b/a OZ Architecture of Boulder (Lien No. 330862) 
EZA, P.C. dlblal OZ Architecture of Boulder (EZA) filed a claim of lien against the 
property described as Project Site B-11 (the Elan Collection). The Court understands this is a 
3 Kesler has filed other claims of lien against other portions of Tamarack's property that are not at issue here. 
4 Counsel for Kesler stated that he wanted to preserve its rights to argue for equitable subordination if that claim 
can be supported in light of ongoing discovery. 
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reference to lots I and 2, Block 19, of the Tamarack Resort Planned Unit Development. EZA 
did not file any opposition to Credit Suisse's motion for summary judgment. At oral argument, 
counsel for EZA conceded that the priority for this claim of lien is inferior to that of the Credit 
Suisse mortgages.5 Accordingly, the Court will grant Credit Suisse's motion for 
summary judgment that the priority of its mortgages is superior to this claim of lien of EZA. 
7. Interior Systems, Inc. (Lien Nos. 330089, 330120) 
8. YMC, Inc. (Lien No. 330090) 
9. Sunbelt Rentals, Inc. (Lien No. 331792) 
10. American Stair Corp. (Lien No. 329988) 
11. Quality TiJe Roofing, Inc. (Lien No. 330229) 
12. PCF, Inc. d/b/a Pella Windows and Doors (Lien Nos. 330149, 330895) 
All of these lien claimants filed claims of lien against the Village Plaza Condominium 
Project property. Per the disclosures, each of these lien claimants asserts that it is a 
subcontractor or supplier to either Banner/Sabey, the general contractor for the Village Plaza 
Condominium Project, or that it is a supplier to one ofBanner/Sabey's subcontractors.6 Each of 
these lien claimants first provided labor or material to this site after May 19, 2006, the date that 
5 Counsel for EZA stated that she wants to preserve its rights to argue for equitable subordination if that claim can 
be supported in light of ongoing discovery. 
6 Interior Systems, Inc. provided framing, drywall and firewall services as a supplier to Banner/Sabey. YMC, Inc. 
(YMC) provided plumbing, heating, air conditioning and ventilation services on the project. Sunbelt Rentals, Inc. 
(Sunbelt) rented construction equipment to a subcontractor to Banner/Sabey. American Stair Corp. (American 
Stair) supplied steel stairs and railings to Banner/Sabey. Quality Tile Roofing, Inc. (Quality Tile Roofing) was a 
roofing subcontractor to Banner/Sabey. PCF, Inc. d/b/a Pella Doors and Windows (PCF) supplied windows, doors 
and accessories to Banner/Sabey. 
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the mortgages of Credit Suisse were recorded.7 Each of these lien claimants has asserted that 
its claim of lien should relate back to April 6, 2006, the date that Banner/Sabey first 
commenced work at the site. If these claims oflien relate back to April 6; 2006, then the 
priority of these liens would be superior to the mortgages of Credit Suisse. However, if the 
liens do not relate back to the Banner/Sabey start date, then the priority of these liens is inferior 
to the priority of the Credit Suisse mortgages. 
The determination of the priority between a mechanic or materialman lien claimant and 
a mortgagee is governed by Idaho Code § 45-506, as interpreted by the Idaho Supreme Court in 
Pacific States Savings, Loan and Building Co. v. Dubois, 1IIdaho319, 83 P. 513 (1905) and 
Ultrawall, Inc. v. Washington Mut. Bank, 135 Idaho 832, 25 P.3d 855 (2001). The language of 
Idaho Code § 45-506, which the Court reviewed in Ultrawall, provided as follows: 
The liens provided for in this chapter are preferred to any lien, mortgage or other 
encumbrance, which may have attached subsequent to the time when the 
building, improvement or structure was commenced, work done, or materials or 
professional services were commenced to be furnished; also to any lien, 
mortgage, or other encumbrance of which the lien holder had no notice, and 
which was unrecorded at the time the building, improvement or structure was 
commenced, work done, or materials or professional services were commenced 
to be furnished. 
Ultrawall at 834, 83 P .3d at 515 (emphasis added). The only change in the language between 
1905, when the Court decided Pacific States Savings and 2001, when the Court decided 
7 Per the disclosures, the start dates were as follows: 
Interior Systems: March 12, 2007 
YiviC: January 3, 2007 
Sunbelt: October 23, 2007 
American Stair: February 9, 2007 
PCF : March 20, 2007 
Quality Tile Roofing: March 20, 2007 
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Ultrawall, is that the phrase "or professional services" was added by an amendment in 1971. 
Ultrawall, at 834, n.1, 83 P.3d at 515, n.l. 
The current version of this statute was amended further in 2001 as follows: 
The liens provided for in this chapter shall be on equal footing with those 
liens within the same class of liens, without reference to the date of the filing 
of the lien claim or claims and are preferred to any lien, mortgage or other 
encumbrance, which may have attached subsequent to the time when the 
building, improvement or structure was commenced, work done, equipment, 
materials or fixtures were rented or leased, or materials or professional 
services were commenced to be furnished; also to any lien, mortgage, or other 
encumbrance of which the lienholder had no notice, and which was unrecorded 
at the time the building, improvement or structure was commenced, work done, 
equipment, materials or fixtures were rented or leased, or materials or 
professional services were commenced to be furnished. 
2001 S.L., ch. 152, § 4, p. 552 (emphasis supplied). The new language is in bold. The 
legislative statement of purpose to these changes states that the purpose was as follows: 
This legislation is prompted by a recent decision of the Idaho Supreme Court 
(case 1999 WL 16075-Idaho) [sic] [the correct Westlaw case number is 1999 
WL 167075). The purpose of this legislation is to clarify the law to include 
lessors of equipment in the mechanics and materialmen's lien statute. Up to the 
time of the Supreme Court decision, liens have been filed and recovery 
accomplished and upheld by lower courts. This legislation responds to the 
Court's recommendation that the legislature clarify the statute. 
This legislation does not change or interfere with the existing lien laws as they 
relate to the agricultural community. This legislation merely clarifies that rental 
equipment is included in the "materials furnished" section of the lien law. 
Statement of Purpose, H132 (2001). The change was apparently prompted by the Supreme 
Court's decision in Great Plains Equipment v. N. W. Pipeline Corp., 132 Idaho 754, 979 P.2d 
627 (1999) in which the Court ruled that the mechanic and materialmen lien statutes, Idaho 
Code § 45-50 I, et seq., did not provide a lien for unpaid rental charges for equipment used in 
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construction. Because the 2001 changes were made solely to allow for equipment lessors to 
have the right to lien, the Court does not consider, and no one here has argued, that this most 
recent amendment would require any change in the analysis and interpretation ofidaho Code § 
45-506. 
Citing Idaho Code § 45-506, Credit Suisse asserts that the priority between these lien 
claimants and its mortgages is determined by the date that the lien claimants first provided 
material and/or services to the site. Because each of these lien claimants first provided 
materials and/or services after May 19, 2006, the date the mortgages were recorded in Valley 
County, Credit Suisse argues that the priority of its mortgages is superior to the priority of these 
lien claimants. These lien claimants, on the other hand, argue that their priority date should 
relate back to when the general contractor, Banner/Sabey, first commenced construction at the 
site. 
Credit Suisse asserts that the argument that the priority of a lien claim should relate back 
to when the general contractor began work was rejected by the Court in both Pacific States 
Savings and Ultrawall. In each of these cases, after construction began, but before the 
particular lien claimant commenced work at the site, an intervening mortgage was recorded. As 
between the mortgagee and the lien claimant whose work did not begin until after the mortgage 
was recorded, the Court in Pacific States Savings, and again in Ultrawall, ruled that the priority 
of the mortgagee was superior because the priority of the lien claim was based upon the date 
that the lien claimant commenced work on the project, not the date when construction first 
began. 
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These lien claimants argue that there is an important difference in the facts of this case 
and the facts considered in both Pacific States Savings and Ultrawall. In both Pacific States 
Savings and Ultrawall, the lien claimants were separately retained by the owner. Here, the lien 
claimants point out that they were either subcontractors or suppliers to subcontractors for the 
general contractor, and they argue that their liens should relate back to when the general 
contractor first began to work on the site. 
The Court does not find anything either in the language of Idaho Code § 45-506 or the 
reasoning of the decisions in Pacific States Savings and Ultrawall which would justify giving 
Hen claimants who worked for the non-owner/general contractor greater lien rights than those 
who performed the same work for an owner/general contractor. In Pacific States Savings and 
Ultrawall, the Court ruled that the priority between a mortgagee and a lien claimant is 
determined by: 1) the commencement date of the work on the project, if the lien claimant 
provided material or labor at the commencement of the project; or 2) the date that the lien 
claimant first provided labor or materials to the project site. None of these lien claimants were 
involved in the commencement of the work at the site. Accordingly, the priority of their lien 
rights relates back to when their labor or services were first provided to the site. 
This conclusion is supported by reviewing the Court of Appeals decision in Beall Pipe 
& Tanldng Corp. v. Tumac Intermountain, Inc., 108 Idaho 487, 700 P.2d 109 (Ct. App. 1985). 
In Beall Pipe & Tanking Corp., owners contracted with Tumac Intennountain, Inc. to install 
pipe as part of an irrigation system. Beall Pipe and Tanking Corp. supplied the pipe for Tumac 
Intermountain Corp. to install. Tumac Intennountain did not pay Beall Pipe and Tanking Corp. 
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for the pipe resulting in Beall Pipe and Tanking Corp. filing a materialman' s claim of lien on 
the owners' property. The trial court dismissed the claim of the Beall Pipe and Tanking Corp. 
because of some defect in the property description. The Court of Appeals reversed. The Court 
of Appeals then provided guidance to the trial court to determine the priorities of the various 
interests in the property. As for the pipe supplier, interpreting Idaho Code § 45-506 and citing 
Pacific States Savings, the Court stated: "[w]e hold that the priority date ofBeall's lien is the 
date materials were first delivered to the site where they were to be used. Beall has the burden 
of proving when materials were first delivered to the site." Id. at 493, 700 P .2d at 115. The 
Court of Appeals determined that the priority date of the supplier was the date the supplier first 
delivered materials to the site, not the date the contractor began the work. 
The Court reaches the same decision here. The priority date for lien claimants who 
subcontracted with the general contractor, or who supplied materials to a subcontractor, is the 
date that material or labor was first provided to the construction site, not the date that the 
general contractor first began to work at the site. Accordingly, the Court will rule that the 
priority of the Credit Suisse mortgages is superior to the above claims of lien of Interior 
Systems, YMC, Sunbelt Rentals, American Stair, PCP, and Quality Tile Roofing. 
As the Supreme Court recognized in Ultrawall, one can certainly interpret Idaho Code § 
45-506 differently so that the priority of all mechanic and materialmen lien claimants would 
relate back to the date that any construction first started. However, this is not the Jong standing 
and accepted interpretation of this statute. See Ultrawall at 836, 25 P.3d at 859. 
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13. Banner/Sabey (Lien Nos. 329072, 329831) 
Banner/Sabey was the general contractor on the Lake Wing Condominium Project 
Banner/Sabey filed these liens against the Lake Wing Condominium Project. Per its disclosure, 
Banner/Sabey started work for this project on September 25, 2006. Banner/Sabey asserts that 
its priority date should be April 6, 2006, the date that Banner/Sabey first began work on the 
Village Plaza Condominium Project.8 Because Banner/Sabey's work on the Village Plaza 
Construction Project resulted in no benefits or improvements to the Lake Wing Condominium 
Project, the Court will find that the priority ofBanner/Sabey's lien on the Lake Wing 
Condominium Project is the date it first began to work on the Lake Wing Condominium 
Project, September 25, 2006. See Idaho Code § 45-506. Accordingly, the Court will rule that 
the Credit,Suisse mortgages are superior to these claims of lien because the mortgages were 
recorded in Valley County on May 19, 2006, prior to any work done at the Lake Wing 
Condominium Project by Banner/Sabey. 
14. Tri-State, Electric, Inc. (Lien No. 330116) 
Tri-State Electric, Inc. (Tri-State Electric) was a subcontractor to Banner/Sabey for the 
Lake Wing Condominium Project. This claim of lien was filed against the Lake Wing 
Condominium Project. In its claim oflien, Tri-State Electric claims that it first started to work 
on this project on October 4, 2006. Tri-State Electric asserts that its priority date should be the 
date that Banner/Sabey first began to work on the Lake Wing Condominium Project, September 
8 ~t the oral argument, counsel for Banner/Sabey stated that Banner/Sabey intended to reserve its ability to assert 
that the priority of the Credit Suisse mortgages should be subordinated for equitable reasons. 
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26, 2006.9 Since both dates are subsequent to the date that the Credit Suisse mortgages were 
recorded, the Court will rule that the priority of the Credit Suisse mortgages is superior to the 
priority of this claim of lien. See Idaho Code § 45-506. 
15. Scott Hedrick Construction, Inc. (Lien No. 331151) 
Scott Hedrick Construction contracted with Tamarack to provide construction services 
on a project called the "Trillium Townhomes," which is located in one of the Resort's 
developed subdivisions. This lien was filed against this project. In its disclosures, Scott 
Hedrick Construction asserts that it first began to work at the site on August 1, 2006. Scott 
Hedrick asserted in the disclosure that its priority date should also be August 1, 2006. 
However, in its opposition to this motion for swnmary judgment, Scott Hedrick 
Construction argues that its priority date should relate back to some time prior to May 19, 2006 
(the recording date of the Credit Suisse mortgages) because it was doing preparatory work, 
including soliciting bids and pricing, and planning and consulting with others who were 
interested in the project. Scott Hedrick argues that its priority should relate back to when it first 
began to work on the project, even though it did not commence construction until August 2006. 
Scott Hedrick does not contend that it actually performed any labor or provided material 
to the project site at any time prior to August l, 2006. Accordingly, the Court will find that its 
priority in relation to the Credit Suisse mortgages is August 1, 2006. Because Scott Hedrick 
9 At the oral argument, counsel for Tri-State Electric stated that Tri-State Electric intended to reserve its ability to 
assert that the priority of the Credit Suisse mortgages should be subordinated for equitable reasons. 
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did not actually work at the site until after the mortgages were recorded, the Court will find that 
the priority of the Credit Suisse mortgages is superior to this claim oflien. 
Scott Hedrick Construction also argues that even though it did not work at the site prior 
to August 1, 2006, its priority should relate back to its earlier activities. Scott Hedrick 
Construction points out that the Court has ruled that an architect has the right to statutory lien 
for its design services where the architect's design was actually used. See Memorandum 
Decision and Order Re: Case No. CV-08-0000580C, dated September 14, 2009. In the 
September 14, 2009 decision, the issue decided was whether an architect has the right to a 
mechanic's lien pursuant to Idaho Code§ 45-501. While the Court did find that an architect 
has a right to.lien under Idaho Code§ 45-501, the Court did not address any issue of priority 
.between an architect and a mortgagee under Idaho Code§ 45-506. As between Scott Hedrick 
Construction and Credit Suisse, the priority of Scott Hedrick is determined by the date that 
Scott Hedrick commenced to work at the site. See Idaho Code § 45-506. Whether Scott 
Hedrick's claim oflien can include charges for activities prior to the date that it began work is 
not presented for decision in this motion. 
16. United Rentals Northwest, Inc. (Lien Nos. 330822, 330823) 
United Rentals Northwest, Inc. (United Rentals Northwest) filed these claims of lien 
against two specific buildings at the Resort, 511 Village Drive and 311 Village Drive. The 
Court understands that these are two of the buildings that are part of the Village Plaza 
Condominium Project. Per its disclosures and the claims of lien, United Rentals Northwest 
claims that it provided rental equipment for Banner/Sabey beginning on October 20, 2007 and 
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on November 21, 2007. Jn its disclosure, United Rentals Northwest asserts that its priority date 
should be the date that Banner/Sabey first commenced construction of the Village Plaza 
Condominium Construction Project, April 6, 2006. 
For the reasons set forth above, the Court will find that the priority date for United 
Rentals Northwest is the date it first provided equipment to the Village Plaza Condominium 
Project site, not the earlier date that Banner/Sabey commenced construction at the site. Because 
United Rentals Northwest did not provide equipment to the Village Plaza Condominium 
Project until after the Credit Suisse mortgages were recorded, the Court finds that the priority of 
the Credit Suisse mortgages are superior to these claims of lien. 
In its opposition to the motion for summary judgment, United Rentals Northwest asserts 
for the first time that its priority should relate back to July 12, 2004. United Rentals Northwest 
argues that, in addition to the above claims oflien, it filed another Hen on Tamarack's property, 
Lien. No. 333138. According to the claim oflien, United Rentals Northwest supplied 
equipment to Tamarack (not Banner/Sabey) beginning on July 12, 2004. In an affidavit 
submitted in support of the opposition to Credit Suisse's motion for summary judgment, 
Cynthia Macintosh, an Assistant Credit Manager for United Rentals Northwest, states that 
United Rentals Northwest first provided goods, materials and services to the "Tamarack 
project" on July 12, 2004. 
In order for the claim of lien to relate back to July 4, 2004, United Rentals Northwest 
would have to produce admissible evidence that its work in 2004 was related to the Village 
Plaza Condominium Project. United Rentals Northwest has not produced admissible evidence 
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that its activities described in Lien No. 333138 had any connection to the Village Plaza 
Construction Project. Accordingly, the Court will find that United Rentals Northwest's priority 
for the Village Plaza Condominium Project is the date that it first provided services or materials 
for that project. Idaho Code § 45-506. Because United Rentals Northwest did not provide any 
materials or services until 2007, the Court will find that the priority of the Credit Suisse 
mortgages is superior to these liens. 
17. Teufel Nursery, Inc. (Lien No. 330152) 
Teufel Nursery, Inc. (Teufel) recorded this lien against most, if not all, of the Resort's 
property. In its claim oflien, Teufel claimed that it provided services for Tamarack, and/or 
Trillium Valley Construction LLC, one of Tamarack's related entities. In its amended 
disclosure dated March 3, 2009, Teufel asserted it had improved property identified as lots A 
through LI by providing landscaping and snow removal services. The precise location of these 
lots is not made clear. In the disclosure, Teufel provided precise start dates as to each parcel. 
The earliest start date is July 30, 2007. The latest start date is December 5, 2007. Teufel 
asserted that the priority date for each parcel was the same as the start date. All of the priority 
dates were subsequent to the recording of the Credit Suisse mortgages. 
The Credit Suisse motion for summary judgment was based upon the priority dates 
asserted by Teufel in its disclosure. On September 24, 2009, Teufel filed a supplemental 
disclosure form in which Teufel amended all of the start dates and all of the priority dates to 
June 14, 2004. In its opposition to the motion for summary judgment, Teufel asserts that its 
priority relates back to June 14, 2004. 
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Teufel has submitted the Affidavit of Rick Christensen, its Landscape Division 
Manager. In this affidavit, Mr. Christensen states that Teufel was the landscape service 
provider for Tamarack, and that Teufel's landscaping projects were not parcel specific, but 
covered multiple lots. Mr. Christensen states that "Teufel landscaped and/or provided supplies 
to every part of Tamarack Resort." See September 18, 2009 Affidavit of Rick Christensen. 
Because Teufel did not attempt to amend its disclosures until after Credit Suisse filed 
this Motion for Summary Judgment, Credit Suisse argues that Teufel should not be permitted to 
change its disclosures at such a late date. Counsel for Teufel represented during his argument 
that Teufel had been working on this amendment prior to the filing of this motion for summary 
judgment. 
At this stage of these proceedings, the Court is constrained to find that the affidavit of 
Mr .. Christensen establishes that there are genuine issues of material fact relating to the priority 
ofTeufel's lien that preclude summary judgment. As a result, the Court will deny Credit 
Suisse's motion for summary judgment as to the above claim of Teufel. 
Conclusion 
For the reasons stated herein, the Court makes the following rulings: 
1. The Court finds that the Credit Suisse mortgages are valid and enforceable as 
to these seventeen lien claimants. 
2. The Court finds that there is no genuine issue of material fact, and that Credit 
Suisse is entitled to summary judgment that the priority of its mortgages is 
superior to the priority of the above claims of lien asserted by Hobson 
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Fabricating Corporation, Kesler Construction, Inc., EZA d/b/a OZ 
Architecture of Boulder, Interior Systems, Inc., YMC, Inc., Sunbelt Rentals, 
Inc., American Stair Corp., Quality Tile Roofing, Inc., PCF, Inc. d/b/a Pella 
Windows and Doors, Banner/Sabey II, LLC, Tri-State Electric, Inc., Scott 
Hedrick Construction, Inc., and United Rentals Northwest, Inc. These lien 
claims are inferior, subsequent and subordinate to the mortgages of Credit 
Suisse. 
3. In light of the release of their liens, the lien claims asserted by CH2M Hill, 
Inc., J. H. Masonry, Inc., and Western States Crane Company are moot. 
4. There are genuine issues of material fact relating to the priority of the Teufel 
lien claim. Credit Suisse's Motion for Summary Judgment as to the priority 
of this lien claim is denied. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this 5 day of November 2009. 
·)~fJ.-~ 
~atrick H. Owen 
District Judge 
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CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
corporation, et al., 
Defendants. 
COME NOW Integrated Financial Associates, Inc. and its assigns (collectively 
"IF A") and Geneva Equities, LLC ("Geneva"), by and through their undersigned counsel of 
record, Moffatt, Thomas, Banett, Rock & Fields, Chtd., and hereby file this memorandum in 
opposition to Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment. This opposition is supported by the 
affidavit of Rebecca A. Rainey filed contemporaneously herewith. 
I. INTRODUCTION 
Plaintiff is not entitled to entry of an order for summary judgment because 
genuine issues of material fact exist regarding (i) the scope of the work for which Plaintiff is 
entitled to a claim of lien, and (ii) whether Plaintiff's lien claims were timely filed. Specifically, 
taking the evidence presented by Plaintiff in the light most favorable to the non-moving paiiy, 
Plaintiff's work on the Summerwind Project was performed under more than one contract. 
Plaintiff has improperly attempted to extend the time of filing its claim of lien by claiming that 
the work performed under the various contracts was performed under the one single contract so 
as to extend the time for filing its claim of lien. Under Idaho law, this type of tacking to extend 
the time for timely filing a claim of lien is simply not permitted. As the following demonstrates, 
Plaintiff's improper attempt to extend the time for filing its claim of lien by tacking multiple 
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contracts together should be rejected and Plaintiffs motion for summary judgment should be 
denied. 
II. STATEMENT OF MATERIAL AND DISPUTED FACTS 
1. On or about July 12, 2006, Extreme Line Constrnction, Inc. ("Extreme 
Line") and Union Land Company ("Union Land") entered into a contract whereby Extreme Line 
was to "Provide all labor, material, equipment, supervision and incidentals necessary to perform 
eaiihwork (Grading, Paving, and Pond Excavation) activities as specified in the Lochsa 
Engineering drawings, sheets 1-12 dated 06/14/06 and sheets 1-13 dated 04/11/06." Affidavit of 
Rebecca A. Rainey In Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment ("Rainey Aff."), 
Ex. A 
2. On or about August 15, 2007, Extreme Line and L222-2 ID Summerwind, 
LLC entered into a contract whereby Extreme Line was to "Provide all labor, material, 
equipment, supervision and incidentals necessary to provide the following services: Prep and 
Pave approximately 11,900 lineal feet of Cart Paths." Rainey Aff., Ex. B. 
3. A Knife River invoice to Extreme Line in the amount of $166,603 .60 
dated May 25, 2007, bears the job description "SUMMER WIND PH 1 & 2" and bears the job 
number 2566062. Rainey Aff., Ex. C. 
4. A Knife River invoice to Extreme Line in the amount of $1,307.52 and 
dated July 16, 2007, bears the job number 2577351 and bears a reference to "Repair asphalt 
where equipment was drng across asphalt and AC Patch." Rainey Aff., Ex. D. 
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5. A K.nife River invoice to Extreme Line in the amount of $49,474.80 and 
dated August 29, 2007, bears the job number 2577423 and bears a reference to 
"SUMMERWIND PATHWAY." Rainey Aff., Ex. E. 
6. On October 25, 2007, Knife River & Sons, Inc. d/b/a Knife River, caused 
eight (8) claims of lien to be recorded against the various owners of property within the 
Summerwind Project. Such claims of lien were recorded as Instrnment Nos. 2007071401, 
2007071402, 2007071403, 2007071404, 2007071405, 2007071407, 2007071408, and 
2007071409. Each of these claims oflien was in the amount of$217,385.82. 
7. Paragraph 11 of the Affidavit of Jessee Rosin in Support of Plaintiffs 
Motion for Summary Judgment ("Rosin Aff.") inaccurately describes the documents attached to 
said affidavit as Exhibit B. While the affidavit describes Exhibit B as a Small Job Worksheet 
dated August 16, 2007, estimating the "amount of asphalt and road mix necessary to constrnct 
the pathway,'' Exhibit B to the Rosin Affidavit is a Small Job Worksheet dated July 16, 2007, 
which provides for work described as "Repair asphalt where equip. was dragged across asphalt 
and a.c. patch." 
8. The "Superintendent Daily Work Reports" submitted by Hap Taylor in 
support of its motion for summary judgment provide different job numbers for different work 
performed on the Summerwind Project. 
(a) Superintendent Daily Work Reports bearing fax stamp 030/076 076/076 
with dates ranging from 8/22/06 through 4/26/07 bear a job number of 66062 when referencing 
the Summerwind Project; 
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(b) Superintendent Daily\Vork Reports bearing fax stamp 028/076 029/076 
with a date of 7/16/07 bear a job number of77351 when referencing the Summerwind Project; 
and 
(c) Superintendent Daily Work Reports bearing fax stamp 013/076 - 027/076 
with dates 8/17/07 tlu-ough 8/29/07 bear a job number of 77423 when referencing the 
Summerwind Project. 
Rosin Aff., Ex. C. 
III. ARGUMENT 
A. Plaintiff's Lien Claims Are Invalid and/or Subordinate to All Other Liens 
Against the Property. 
In opposition to Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment, IF A and Geneva 
hereby submit, restate in full and incorporate by reference the Memorandum in Support of 
Motion for Summary Judgment as to Knife River's Lien Foreclosure Claims and the Affidavit of 
Rebecca A. Rainey in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment as to Knife River's Lien 
Foreclosure Claims filed with this Court on December 9, 2009. 
B. Genuine Issues of Material Fact Preclude Plaintiff's Motion for Summary 
Judgment. 
It is well-settled under Idaho law that a lien claimant cannot extend the time to 
file a lien by tacking work performed under two separate contracts. See Barlow's Inc. v. 
Bannock Cleaning Corp., 103 Idaho 310, 314, 647 P.2d 766, 770 (1982) ("two agreements 
cannot be 'tacked' together in computing the time for filing a lien."); see also Boone v. P & B 
Logging Co., 88 Idaho 111, 116, 397 P.2d 31, 33 (1964) (acknowledging holding in Valley 
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Lumber & lYJfg. Co. v. Driessel, 13 Idaho 662, 93 P. 765 (1907), disallowing materialman from 
tacking a second contract to the first in order to extend the time for filing). 
The evidence in this case demonstrates that Plaintiff perfonned the work on the 
Summerwind Project under more than one contract and is impermissibly attempting to tack these 
contracts together to extend the time for filing its claims of lien. Specifically, the self-serving 
affidavits of Casey Daniels and Jessee Rosin in suppo1i of Plaintiffs motion for summary 
judgment, both of which claim that only one contract was at issue, are belied by the documents 
submitted in support of each. First and foremost, it is undisputed that Extreme Line, the party 
with whom Plaintiff contracted to perform the paving services on the Summerwind Project, did 
so pursuant to two separate contracts with two separate entities. Rainey Aff., Exs. A and B. The 
first contract, which provided for the paving of the roadways in phases 1 and 2 of the 
Summerwind Project, was executed on or about July 12, 2006. Rainey Aff., Ex. A. The second 
contract, which provided for the paving of the cart paths, was executed more than a year later, on 
or about August 15, 2007. Rainey Aff., Ex. B. Plaintiff has failed to specifically identify any 
evidence that supports its contention that the agreement it entered into with Extreme Line in 
2006 intended and/or even contemplated the cart path work. Moreover, it defies logic to suggest 
that such agreement could have included cart path work as it would be more than a year before 
Extreme Line would even enter into an agreement to pave the cari paths on the Summerwind 
Project. 
Plaintiffs own documentation further suggests that the work on the Summerwind 
Project was performed pursuant to more than one contract. Tellingly, Plaintiff used three 
separate job descriptions, three separate job numbers, and provided three separate invoices to 
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Extreme Line for the work related to the Summerwind Project. A review of the "Superintendent 
Daily Work Reports," attached as Exhibit C to the Rosin Affidavit, shows that work preformed 
on Summerwind between August 22, 2006 through April 26, 2007, was tracked under job 
number 66062; the "patch job" that was performed on July 16, 2007, bears a job number of 
77351; and the cart path work, which was perfo1med between August 17, 2007 and August 29, 
2007, bears a job number of 77423. See, generally, Rosin Aff., Ex. C. Likewise, the three 
invoices prepared by Plaintiff to Extreme Line for work performed on the construction project 
also bear the different job numbers and different job descriptions outlined above. Rainey Aff., 
Exs. C-E. 
Because the work on the Summerwind Project was perfom1ed pursuant to more 
than one contract, Plaintiff was required to file a separate claim of lien to protect its rights with 
respect to each separate contract. For the paving work for Summerwind phases l & 2 (job 
number 66062), Plaintiff's last date of work on the project was April 26, 2007, requiring Plaintiff 
to file its claim of lien not later than July 25, 2007. For the patch work performed on July 16, 
2007 for job number 77351, Plaintiff was required to file a claim of lien not later than 
October 15, 2007. For the cart path paving work performed by Plaintiff between August 17, 
2007 and August 29, 2007, Plaintiff was required to file a claim of lien not later than October 29, 
2007. Plaintiff cannot tack the cart path work performed in August 2007 in order to extend the 
deadline for timely filing its claims oflien related to the other two contracts. 
Because genuine issues of material fact exist regarding the scope of work properly 
included in Plaintiff's lien claims as well as the timeliness of Plaintiff's lien claims, Plaintiff is 
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not entitled to entry of summary judgment on such claims and this Court should enter an order 
denying the same. 
IV. CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, IF A and Geneva respectfully request that this Comi 
enter an order denying Plaintiffs motion for summary judgment. 
DA TED this 24th day of December, 2009. 
MOFFA TT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
By 72---C 4) 
Rebecca A. Rainey Of the F' 
Attorneys for Defendants 
Integrated Financial Associates, Inc., 
Geneva Equities, LLC, and 
Certain Other Named Defendants 
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Michael 0. Roe, ISB No. 4490 
Rebecca A. Rainey, ISB No. 7525 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
101 South Capitol Boulevard, 10th Floor 
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Telephone (208) 345-2000 
Facsimile (208) 385-5384 
mor@moffatt.com 
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23690.0002 
F/~;~~- & 9.M, 
DEC 2 4 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
T EARLS, DEPUTY 
Attorneys for Defendants Integrated Financial Associates, Inc., 
Geneva Equities, LLC, and Certain Other Named Defendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC., d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, et al., 
Defendants. 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a Kl·JIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-l ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, et al., 
Defendants. 
Case No. CV08-425 l C,~nsolidated with 
CV08-4252C and CV08-l l321 
AFFIDAVIT OF REBECCA A. 
RAINEY IN SUPPORT OF 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
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CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
corporation, et al., 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF ADA ) 
Rebecca A. Rainey, having been duly sworn upon oath, deposes and states as 
follows: 
1. I am the attorney of record for Integrated Financial Associates, Inc. and its 
assigns (collectively "IF A") and Geneva Equities, LLC ("Geneva"), in the above-captioned 
matter and, as such, have personal knowledge of the facts contained herein. 
2. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of a contract dated 
July 12, 2006, between Extreme Line Construction, Inc. and Union Land Company provided to 
me by David E. Wishney, attorney for L222-1 ID Summerwind, LLC, L222-2 ID Summerwind, 
LLC, L222-3 ID Summerwind, LLC, Union Land Company, LLC, and Kerry Angelos. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of a contract dated 
August 15, 2007, between Extreme Line Construction, Inc. and L222-2 ID Summerwind, LLC, 
provided to me by Attorney Wishney. 
4. Attached hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of a Knife River 
invoice to Extreme Line Construction in the amount of $166,603.60 dated May 25, 2007, bearing 
AFFIDAVIT OF REBECCA A. RAINEY IN SUPPORT OF OPPOSITION 
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the Job Description "SUMMER vVIl\TD PH 1 & 2" and bearing the Job Number 2566062 
provided to me by Attorney Wishney. 
5. Attached hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of a Knife River 
invoice to Extreme Line Construction in the amount of $1,307.52 dated July 16, 2007, bearing 
the Job Number 2577351 with a job description of "Repair asphalt where equipment was drug 
across asphalt and A.C. Patch" provided to me by Attorney \Vishney. 
6. Attached hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of a Knife River 
invoice to Extreme Line Construction in the amount of $49,474.80 and dated August 29, 2007, 
bearing the Job Number 2577423 with a job description of "SlJMMERWIND PATHWAY" 
provided to me by Attorney Wishney. 
Further your affiant sayeth naught. 
DATED this 24th day of December, 2009. 
Rebecca A. Rainey 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWOR.i"l\J to before me this 24th day of December, 2009. 
NOTARY PUJ3LIC FOR IDAHO 
Residing at bu1,'S e 1 /J) 
My Commission Expires S -;?. S-1 J-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 24th day of December, 2009, I caused a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF REBECCA A. RAINEY IN SUPPORT 
OF OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT to be 
served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
David T. Krueck 
TROUT JONES GLEDHILL FUHRMAN, P.A. 
225 N. 9th St., Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Fax (208) 331-1529 
Attorneys for Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. d/b/a 
Knife River 
David E. Wishney 
300 W. Myrtle St., Suite 200 
P.O. Box 837 
Boise, ID 83701-0837 
Facsimile (208) 342-57 49 
Attorneys for L222-1 ID Summerwind, LLC, 
L222-2 ID Summerwind, LLC, L222-3 ID 
Summerwind, LLC, and Union Land Company, 
LLC, Kerry Angelos 
Donald W. Lojek 
LOJEK LAW OFFICES, CHTD. 
1199 Main St. 
P.O. Box 1712 
Boise, ID 83701 
Facsimile (208) 343-5200 
Attorneys for PMA, Inc. 
Richard B. Eismam1 
EISivIANN LAW OFFICES 
3016 Caldwell Blvd. 
Nampa, ID 83651-6416 
Facsimile (208) 466-4498 
Attorneys for Riverside, Inc. 
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(X) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
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( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(X) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(X) Facsimile 
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Samuel A. Diddle 
EBERLE BERLIN KADING TUfu"lBOW McKL VEEN 
&JONES 
1111 W. Jefferson Street, Suite 530 
P.O. Box 1368 
Boise, ID 83701-1368 
Facsimile (208) 344-8542 
Attorneys for Conger Jvfanagement Group, Inc. 
Thomas E. Dvorak 
Martin C. Hendrickson 
Elizabeth M. Donick 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
600 W. Bannock 
P.O. Box 2720 
Boise, ID 83701 
Facsimile (208) 388-1300 
Attorneys for Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
William L. Smith 
SMITH HORRAS, P.A. 
5561 N. Glenwood St., Suite B 
P.O. Box 140857 
Boise, ID 83714 
Facsimile 800-881-6219 
Attorneys for Extreme Line Logistics, Inc. 
David E. Kerrick 
1001 Blaine St. 
P.O. Box 44 
Caldwell, ID 83606 
Facsimile (208) 459-4573 
Attorneys for Michael W Benedict and 
Carol L. Benedict 
Tom Mehiel, President 
VALLEY HYDRO, INC. 
1904 E. Beech St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Pro Se Defendant 
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( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
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( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
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COt~TRACT AGREErv1ENT 
Consisting of this form and attachment "A" 
and Exhibits "8", "C" and "D" 
SUMMERWfND@ ORCHARD HILLS - PHASES 1 & 2 
THIS AGREEMENT made at Boise, !daho this 12th day of Jul)'. 2006, by an betvveen UNION LAND COMPANY 
hereinafter referred to as the Owner, and EXTREME LINE CONSTRUCTION INC an indeoendent Contractor in 
fact, hereinafter referred to as the Subcontractor. We bind ourselves, our heirs, executors, 'administrators, 
successors, and assign jointly and severally firmly by these presents. 
WITNESS ETH: That for and in consideration of the covenants herein contained, the Owner and the Subcontractor 
agree as follows: 
1. SCOPE OF \11JORK 
That THE WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY THE Subcontractor under the terms of this agreement 
consists of the following: 
Provide all labor, material, equipment, supervision and incidentals necessary to perform earthwork 
(Grading, Paving, and Pond Excavation) aptivities as specified in the Lochsa Engineering drawings, sheets 
i-12 dated 06/14/06 and sheets i-13 dated 04/11/06. 
The subcontractor agrees to be bound by the terms of the construction regulations, general and 
special conditions, plans and specifications, and all other contract documents, if any there be, insofar as 
applicable to this contract agreement and to that portion of the work herein described to be performed by 
the Subcontractor. 
2. INSURANCE 
Prior to commencement of work, the Subcontractor shall provide the Owner with certificates of 
insurance with limits of $2,000,000 aggregate, $1,000,000 per occurrence, automobile insurance with limits 
of $1,000,000 combined property damage and bodily injury, and worker's compensation insurance 
approved by all states in which the work is to be performed. (See additional insurance requirements in 
article 7, attachment "A" and Exhibit "B".) 
3. Payments 
The owner agrees to pay the Subcontractor in accordance with the subcontractor bid proposal 
dated June 11, 2006 (attached as Exhibit "D"), for the satisfactory completion of the herein described work 
the sum of ****One Million Two Hundred Seventy Nine Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty Eight Dollars and 
18/100 ($1,279,928.18)**"* in monthly payments of 95% of the work performed in any preceding month, !n 
accordance with estimates prepared by the Subcontractor and as approved by the Owner or Owner's 
Representative. Approval and payment of Subcontractor's Monthly estimate is specifically agreed to not 
constitute or imply acceptance by the Owner of any portion of the Subcontractor's work. 
Final payment shall be due when the work described in this contract is fully completed and 
performed in accordance with the contract documents and is satisfactory to any aoplicable Cltv, County, or 
State agencies, and Owner or Owner's Representative. 
Before issuance of the final payment the Subcontractor, if required, shall submit evidence 
satisfactory to the Owner that all payrolls, bifls for material and equipment, and all known lndebtness 
connected with the subcontractor's work has been satisfied. 
This article 3. PAYMENTS is continued on attachment "A" and hereby made a part of this contract. 
lN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Owner and Subcontractor signify their understanding and agreement with thete!J11s 
hereof by affixing their signatures hereunto. /. ' 
/ 
Extreme Line ConstruetiQ[l.' Inc. ./ 
Subcon~or / \ . / 
/,.. /; j /-/···./ ~{ ===--) f! L- .---~----/. 
~.? >···· -·h·------~:/ \ 
/ \ 
, ___ / 
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3. PAYMENTS (cont'd} 
ATTACHMENT"/'\" 
(Subcontractor} 
Subcontractor agrees to complete monthly lien release and supplier affidavit forms, attached as Exhibit "C' prior to receiving payment 
under this agreement. . 
Failure to comply with any of the conditions of the agreement constitutes cause for withhoiding payments until such time as this 
condltlon is corrected to the satisfaction of the Owner. 
. The Subcontracto'. agrees t? make goo~ witho.ut .cost to the Owner any and all defects due to faulty workmanship and, or materials 
which may appear within the penod so established m the contract documents; and if no such period be stipulated in the contract 
documents, then such guarantee shall be for a period of one year from date of completion of the project as evidenced by the architects 
certificate of substantial completion. 
rn the ~vent it appears to the Owner that the t.abor, material and other bills incurred in the performance of the work are not being 
c~rrently.paid, the owner may take such steps as ft deems necessary to assure absolutely that the money paid with any progress payment 
will be ut1hzed to the full extent necessary to pay labor, material, and all other bills incurred in the performance of the wor'r< of Subcontractor. 
The Owner may deduct from any amounts due or to becooie due to the Subcontractor any sum or sums owing by the Subcontractor to the 
Owner; and in the event of any breach by the Subcontractor of any provision or obligation of this Contract, or in the event of the assertion 
b}'. other parties of any cf aim or Hen against the Owner or Owner's Surety or the premises arising out of the Subcontractor's performance of 
this Contract, the Owner shall have the right, but is not required, to retain out of any payments due or to become due to the Subcontractor 
an amount sufficient to completely protect the Owner from any and all loss, damage or expense there from, until the situation has been 
remedied or adjusted by the Subcontractor to the satisfaction of the Owner. These provisions shall be applicable even though the 
Subcontractor has posted a full payment and performance bond. 
4. PROSECUTION OF WORK, DELAYS, ETC 
The Subcontractor shall prosecute the work undertaken in a prompt and difigent manner whenever such work, or any part of it, 
becomes available, or at such other time or times as the Owner may direct, and so as to promote the general progress of the entire 
construction, and shall not, by delay or otherwise, interfere with or hinder the work of the Ovmer or any other Subcontractor, and in the 
event that the Subcontractor neglects and/or fails to supply the necessary supeNision, labor and/or materials, tools, implements, 
equipment, etc., in the opinion of the Owner and/or In the event the Subcontractor is unable to perform because of strikes, picketing or 
boycotting of any kind which results in Subcontractor's employee's, suppller's or Subcontractor's being unable or unwilling to enter on the 
job and complete the work, or in the event that the Subcontractor or his men refuse to work after having been requested by the Owner to 
proceed V'Ath the work, then the Owner shall notify the Subcontractor in writing settling forth the deficiency and/or delinquency and forty-
eight hours after date of such written notice, the Owner shall have the right if he so desires to take over the work of the Subcontractor in 
full, and exciude the Subcontractor from any further participation in the work covered by this agreement; or, at his option the Owner may 
take over such portion of the Subcontractor's work as the Owner shall deem to be in the best interest of the owner, and permit the 
Subcontractor to continue with the remaining portions of the work. Whichever method the Owner might elect to pursue, the Subcontractor 
agrees to release to the Owner for his use only, without recourse, any material, toois, implements, equipment, etc., on the site, belonging to 
or in the possession of the Subcontractor for the benefit of the Owner, in completing the work covered in this agreement: and, the Owner 
agrees to complete the work to the best of his ability and in the most economical manner available to him at the time. Any costs incurred by 
the OWner in doing any such portion of the work covered by this agreement shall be 9harge0 against any monies due or to become due 
under the terms of this agreement, and in the event the total amount due or become due, under the terms of this agreement shall be 
sufficient to cover the costs occurred by the Owner in completing the work, the Subcontractor and his sureties, if any, shall be bound and 
liable to the Owner for the difference. 
Should the proper workmanlike and accurate performance of any work under this contract depend wholly or partially upon the proper 
workmanlike or ac.curate performance of any work or materials furnished by the Owr.er or other Subcontrac.iors on the project, the 
Subcontractor agrees to use all means necessary to discover any such defects and report same in writing to the Owner before proceeding 
with his work which is so dependent; and shall allow to the Owner a reasonable time in which to remedy such defects; and in the event he 
does not report to the Owner in writing, then lt shan be assumed that the Subcontractor has fully accepted the work of others as being 
satisfactory and he shall be fulfy responsible thereafter for the satisfactory performance of the work covered by this agreement, regardless 
of the de~ive work of others. 
The Subcontractor shall clean up and remove from the site as directed by the Owner, all rubbish and debris resulting from his work. 
Failure to clean up rubbish and debris shall seNe as cause for withholding further payment to Subcontractor until such time as this 
condition is corrected to the satisfaction of the OWner. Afso Subcontractor shall clean up to the satisfaction of the inspectors, art dirt, grease 
marks. etc .. from walls, ceilings, floors, fixtures, etc., deposited or placed thereon as a result of the execution of this contract, if applicable. 
If the Subcontractor refuses or falls to perform this cleaning as directed by the Owner, the Owner shall have the right and power to proceed 
with the said cleaning, and the Subcontractor will on demand repay to the Owner the actual cost of said labor plus a reasonable percentage 
of such cost to cover supeJYision, insurance, overhead, etc. 
Whenever it may be useful or necessary for the Owner to do so, the Owner shall be permitted to occupy and/or use any portion of the 
work whiCh has been either partially or fully completed by the Subcontractor before final inspection and acceptance thereof by the Owner, 
but such use and/or occupation shall not relieve the Subcontractor of his guarantee of said work and materiafs nor of his obligation to make 
good at their own expense any defects in materials and workmanship which may occur or develop prior to release from responsibility to the 
OWner. Provided, however, the Subcontractor shall not be responsible for the maintenance of such portion of the work as may be used 
andfor occupied by the Owner, nor for any damage thereto that is due to or caused by the sole negligence of the Ownecduring such period 
of use. 
Subcontractor shall be responsible for their own work, property and/or materials until completion and final acceptance of the Contract 
by the Owner, and shall bear the risk of any loss or damage until such acceptance. In the event of loss or damage, they shall proceed 
promptly to make repairs, or replacement of the damaged work, property and/or materials at their own expense, as directed by the Owner. 
Subcontractor waives all rights Subcontractor might have against Owner for loss or damage to Subcontractor's work, property, materials, or 
tools. 
I! is agreed to that the Subcontractor, at the option of the Owner, may be considered as disabled from so ccmplying whenever a 
petition in Bankruptcy or the appointment of a Receiver is filed against him. 
The Subcontractor assumes all the obligations and responsibilities toward the Owner. The subcontractor shall indemnify the Owner 
against, and save them harmless from, any and all loss, damage, expenses, costs, and attorney·~ fees incurred or suffered on account of 
any breach of the provisions or covenants of this contract. 
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5. SURETY BOND 
The Subcont_ractor agrees to furnish to the Owner, at the Owner's request and expense, a surety bond guaranteeing the faithful 
perfonnance of this agreement and the payment of all labor and material in connection with the execution of the work covered by this 
agreement The bond is to be written by a surety company designated or approved by the Owner, and in the form entirely satisfactory to the 
Owner. 
6. PERMITS, LICENSE FEES, TAXES, ETC. 
The Subcontractor shall, at nis own cost and expense, apply for and obtain and pay for all necessary permits and licenses and shall, 
at no extra cost to the Owner conform strictly to the laws, building codes and ordinances in force in the locality where the work under the 
project is being done insofar as applicable to work covered by this agreement 
Subcontractor is an independent Subcontractor in fact, and within the scope of the United States Internal Revenue Code, the Federal 
Social Security Act, together with present and future amendments thereto, and any and all unemployment insurance laws bath Federal and 
of any state or tenitory, and is therefore solely responsible to the Federal, State, or territorial .Governments for all payroll deductions, 
vvi!hholdings and contributions under such laws. The compensation payable to Subcontractor as above provided includes all sales and use 
taxes, and franchise excise and other laxes and government impositions of all kinds and is not subject to any additional compensation for 
any such taxes or impositions now or hereafter levied. 
7. INSURANCE 
The Subcontractor agrees to provide and maintain workman's compensation and to comply in all respects with the employment of 
labor, required by any constituted authority having legal jurisdiction over the area in which the wor!< is performed. 
The Subcontractor shall maintain such third party public liability and property damage insurance, including general, products, and 
automobile liability, as will protect it from claims for damage because of bodily injury, including death, or damages because of injury to or 
loss, destruction or Joss of use of property, which may arise from operations under this agreement, whether such operations be by it or its 
Subcontractors or anyone directly or indirectly employed by either of them. The Subcontractor shall provide a certificate of Insurance for a 
minimum amount of $2,000,000.00 {Two Million Dollars) aggregate, $1,000,000.00 (One Million Dollars) per occurrence, to the Owner prior 
to start date. If the prime contract requires higher minimums than those listed above, then such requirements shall govern and the higher 
minimums shall be provided. 
The Subcontractor agrees to furnish a Certificate of Insurance and lndemnity attached as Exhibit ·s· issued to Owner, naming Owner 
as additional insured. 
The Subcontractor shall indemnify the Owner against, and save him harmless from, any and all loss, damage, injury, liability and 
claims thereof for injuries to or death of persons, and all loss of or damage to property, resulting directly or indirectly from Subcontractor's 
performance of this contract, regardless of the negligence of Owner or Owner's agents or employees, except where such loss, damage, 
injury, liability or claims are the result of active negligence on the part of Owner or its agents or employees and is not caused or contributed 
to by an omission to perform some duty also imposed on Subcontractor, its agents or employees. 
All insurance required hereunder shall be maintained in full force and effect In a company or companies satisfactory to Owner, shall be 
maintained at Subcontractor's expense until performance in full hereof (certificates of such insurance being supplied by Subcontractor to 
Owner), and such insurance shall be subject to ttie requirement that Owner must be notified by thirty (30) days' written notice before 
cancellation of any such policy. In event of threatened cancellation for nonpayment of premium, Owner may pay it for Subcontractor and 
deduct said payment from amounts then or subsequently owning to Subcontractor hereunder. 
8. CHANGES, ADDITIONS AND DEDUCT!ONS 
The Owner may add to or deduct from the amount of work covered by this agreement or the amount of work involved, or any other 
parts of this agreement, which shall be by a written amendment hereto setting forth in detail the changes involved and the value thereof 
which shall be mutually agreed upon between the Owner and Subcontractor. The Subcontractor agrees to proceed with the work as 
changed when so ordered in writing by the Owner so as not to delay the progress of the work and pending determination of the value 
th.$reof. 
Subcontractor shall be entitled to receive NO extra compensation for extra work or materials or changes of any kind regardless of 
whether the same was ordered by Owner or any of its representatives unless a change order therefore has been issued in writing by the 
Owner. If extra work was order by the Owner and Subcontractor performed the same but did not receive a written order therefore, 
Subcontractor shalr be deemed to have waived any claim for extra ·compensation, therefore, regardless of any written or verbal protest or 
claims by Subcontractor. Subcontractor shall be responsible for any costs incurred by Owner for changes of any kind made by the 
Subcontractor that increase the cost of the work for either the Owner or other Subcontractors when the Subcontractor proceeds with such 
changes without a written order thereof. 
Notwithstanding any other provision, if the work for which Subcontractor claims extra compensation is determined by the Owner or 
Architect not to entltle Owner to a change order or extra compensation, then the Owner shall not be liable to Subcontractor for any extra 
compensation for such wor!<. (As used in the Contract, the term "Owner" includes any representative of Owner, and "Architect" includes the 
Engineer, if any.) 
9. DISPUTES 
In the event of any dispute between Owner and Subcontractor covering the scope of the work, the dispute shall be settled in the 
manner provlded by the contract documents. If none are provided, or if there arises any dispute concerning matters in connection with this 
agreement and wlthout the scope of the work, the such disputes shan be settled by a ruling of a board or arbitratton consisting of three 
members, one selected by tha Owner, one by the Subcontractor and the third member shall be selected by the first two members. The 
Owner and Subcontractor shall bear the expense of their selected members respectively, but the expense of the third member shall be 
borne by the party hereto requesting the arbitration in writing. The Owner and Subcontractor agree to be bound by the findings of any such 
boards of arbitration, finally and without recourse to any court of !aw. 
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1 O. TERMINA TfON OF CONTRA. 
In the eventthe prime contract between the Ovmer and Subccntractor should be terminated prior to its completion, then the Ovmer 
and Subcontractor agree that an equitable settlement for work performed under this agreement prior to such termination, will be made as 
provided by the contract documents, if said provision be made; or, if none such exist by mutual agreement, then by arbitration as provided 
in Section 9. 
11. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
During the performance of this contract, the Subcontractor agrees to not discriminate against any employee because of race, color, 
creed or national origin. As ouUined in the Equal Opportunity Clause of the Regulations of Executive Order 10925 of March 6, 1961 as 
amended by Execut1ve Order i 1114 of June 22, 1953. The executive orders and the respective regulations are made part of this contract 
by reference. 
Subcontractor shall also fully comply with wage-hour and Equal Opportunity regulations; and shall take vigorous affirmative action, 
including the submittal of a written affirmative action, inciuding the submittal of a written affirmative action program to employ minority 
employees whenever so required and is encouraged to do so in the absence of such requirements. 
ADDmONAL PROVIS!ONS 
The Subcontractor agrees not to sublet, transfer or assign this agreement or any part thereof without written consent of the Owner. 
As built drawings shall be accurately maintained by Subcontractor for his portion of the work and turned over to Owner in an 
acceptable manner before final payment is made to Subcontractor. 
The Subcontractor agrees to provide his employees with safe appliances and equipment, to provide them with a safe place to work, 
perform the work under this contract in a safe manner wi1h high regard for the safety of his employees and others, and to comply with 
health and safety provisions and requirements of local, state, and federal agencies including the Williams-Steger Occupational Safety and 
Health Act; and to hold the Owner harmless for any costs, deficiencies, fines or damages incurred because of his negligence to comply with 
these regulations, acts and procedures. 
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CONTRACT AGREEMENT 
Consisting of this form and attachment u N 
l222-2 ID Summerwind, LLC 
THIS AGREEMENT made at Eagle, Idaho this 15th day of August, 2007, by an between L222-2 ID Summef\vind 
LLC an Idaho Limited liability Company hereinafter referred to as the Owner, and Extreme Line Construction. Inc. 
an independent Contractor in fact, hereinafter referred to as the Subcontractor. We bind ourselves, our heirs, 
executors, administrators, successors, and assign jointly and severally firmly by these presents. 
WITNESSETH: That for and in consideration of the covenants herein contained, the Owner and the Subcontractor 
agree as follows: 
1. SCOPE OF WORK 
That THE WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY THE Subcontractor under the terms of this agreement 
consists of the following: 
Provide all labor, material, equipment, supervision and incidentals necessary to provide the 
following services: Prep and Pave approximately 11,900 lineal feet of Cart Paths. 
Cart paths shall be 8' wide with a minimum of 2" of asphalt pavement. Base material shall be 4• of 
~·minus. 
The costs associated with this contract are as follows: 
Prep 11,900 LF of cart paths with 4" of W minus 
-1,350 @$22.00 =total of$29,700.00 
Pave 11,900 LF 2" thick, 8' wide 
-1,330@ $68.00 =total of $90,440.00 
Total charge of $120, 140.00 
The subcontractor agrees to be bound by the terms of the construction regulations, genera! and 
special conditions, plans and specifications. and all other contract documents, if any there be, insofar as 
applicable to this contract agreement and to that portion of the work herein described to be performed by 
the Subcontractor. 
2. INSURANCE 
Prior to commencement of work, the Subcontractor shall provide the Owner with certificates of 
insurance with limits of $2,000,000 aggregate, $1,000,000 per occurrence, automobile insurance with limits 
of $1,000,000 combined property damage and bodily injur1. and ·.vorker's compensation insurance 
approved by al! states in which the work is to be performed. (See additional insurance requirements in 
article 7, attachment uN and Exhibit "B".) 
3. Payments 
The owner agrees to pay the Subcontractor in accordance with the subcontractor bid proposal 
dated, 8-15--07 for the satisfactory completion of the herein described work the sum of**** $120, 140.00 
(one hundred twenty thousand, one hundred forty dollars and 00/100) in monthly payments of the 
percentage completion of the work performed in any preceding month, in accordance with estimates 
prepared by the Subcontractor and as approved by the Owner or Owner's Representative. Approval and 
payment of Subcontractor's Monthly estimate is specifically agreed to not constitute or imply acceptance by 
the Owner of any portion of the Subcontractor's work. 
Final payment shall be due when the work described in this contract is fully completed and 
performed in accordance with the contract documents and is satisfactory to any applicable City, County, or 
State agencies, and Owner or Owner's Representative. 
Before issuance of the final payment the Subcontractor, if required, sha!! submit evidence 
satisfactory to the Owner that all payrolls, bills for material and equipment, and all known indebtness 
connected with the subcontractor's work has been satisfied. All invoices are due by the 25th of each month 
for payment on the 1 oth of the following month. 
This article 3. PAYMENTS is continued on attachment UA" and hereby made a part of this contract. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Owner and Subcontractor signify their understanding and agreement with the terms 
hereof by affixing their signatures hereunto. 
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ATTACHMENi 'lA" 
3. PAYMENTS (cont'd) (Subcontractor) 
Suboontractor agrees to complete monthly lien release and supplier affidavit forms, attached as Exhibit ·c prior to receiving payment 
under this agreement. 
Failure to comply with any of the conditions of the agreement constitutes cause for withholding payments until sueh time as this 
condition is corrected to the satisfaction of the Owner. 
. The Subcontra~to; agrees to make good. witho_ut cost to the Owner any and all defects due to faulty wwkmanship and, or materials 
wh1Ch may appear v.1th1n the period so established m the contract documents; and ff no such period be stipulated ln the contract 
documents, then such guarantee shall be for a period of one year from date of completion of the project as evidenced by the architects 
certificate of substantial completion. 
In the ~vent it appears to the Owner that the 1.abor, material and other bills incurred in the performance of the work are not being 
currenuy.~rd, the Owner may lake such steps as 1t deems necessary to assure absolutely that the money paid with any progress payment 
will be utilized to the full extent necessary to pay labor, material, and all other bills incurred in the performance or the work of Subcontractor. 
The Owner r:'ay deduct from any amounts due or to bewme due to the Subrontractor any sum or sums owing by the Subcontractor to the 
Owner; and in the event of any breach by !he Subcontractor of any provision or obligation of this Contract, or in the event of the assertion 
b~ other parties of any claim or lien against the Owner or Owner's Surety or the premises arising out of the Subcontractor's perfomiance of 
this Contract, the Owner shall have the right, but is not required, to retain out of any payments due or to become due to the Subcontractor 
an amount sufficient to completely protect the Owner from any and all loss, damage or expense there from, until the situation nas been 
remedied or adjusted by the Subcontractor to the satisfaction of the owner. These provisions shall be applicable even though the 
Subcontractor has posted a full payment and performance bond. 
4. PROSECUTION OF WORK, DELAYS, ETC 
The Subcontractor shall prosecute the work undertaken In a prompt and diligent manner whenever such work. or any part of it, 
becomes avallable, or at such other time or times as the Owner may direct, and S-O as to promote the general progress of the entire 
construction, and shall not, by delay or otherwise. interfere with or hinder the work of the Owner or any other Subcontractor, and in the 
event that the Subcontractor neglects andlor fails to supply the necessary supervision, labor and/or materials. tools, implements, 
equipment, etc., in the opinion of the Owner and/or ln the event the Subcontractor ls unable to perform because of strikes, picketing or 
boycotting of any kind which results in Subcontractor's employee's, supplier's or Subcontractor's being unable or unwilling to enter on the 
job and complete the work, or in the event that the Subcontractor or his men refuse to work after having been requested by the Owr.er to 
proceed with the work, then the Owner shall notify the Subcontractor in wrtting settling forth the deficiency and/or delinquency and forty-
eight hours after date of such written notice, the Owner shall have the right if he so desires to take over the work of the Subcontractor in 
full, and exclude the Subcontractor from any further participation in the work covered by this agree\f)ent; or, at his option the Owner may 
take over such portion of the Subcontractor's work as the Owner shall deem to be in tile best interest of the Owner, and permit the 
Subcpntractor ta continue with the remaining portions of the work. Whiehever method the Owner might elect to pursue, the Subcontractor 
agrees to release to the Owner for his use only, without recourse, any material, tools, Implements, equipment, etc., on the site, belonging to 
or in the possession of the Subcontractor for the benefit of the Owner, in completing the work covered in this agreement; and, the Owner 
agrees to complete the work to the best of his ability and in the most economical manner available to him at the time. Any costs incurred by 
the Owner In doing any such portion of the work covered by this agreement shall be charged against any monies due or to become due 
under the terms of 1his agreement, and in the event the total amount due or become due, under the terms of this agreement shall be 
sufficient to cover the costs occurre<l by the Owner In completing the work, the Subcontractor and his sureties. if any. shall be bound and 
liable to the Owner for the difference. 
Should the proper workmanlike and accurate performance of any work under this contract depend wholly or partially upon the proper 
workmanlike or accurate pt;rfonnance of any work or materials fumishe<l by the Owner or other Subcontractors on the project. the 
Subcontractor agrees to use all means neceS$3ry to disrover any such defects and report same in writing to the Owner before proceeding 
with his work wh1ch is so dependent; and shall allow to the Owner a reasonable time in whieh to remedy sueh defects; and in the event he 
does not report to the Owner in writing, then It shall be assumed that the Subcontractor has fully accepted the work of others as being 
satisfactory and he shall be fully responsible thereafter for the satisfactory performance of the work covered by this agreement, regardless 
of the defective work of others. 
The Subcorrtractor shall clean up and remove from the site as directed by llie Owner, all rubbish and debris resulting from his work. 
Failure to clean up rubbish and debris shall serve as cause for withholding further payment to Subcontractor until such time as this 
condition Is corrected to !he satisfaction of the Owner. Also Subcontractor shall dean up to the satisfaction of the inspectors, all dirt, grease 
marks, etc., from walls. ceilings, floors, fixtures. etc., deposited or placed thereon as a result of the execution of this contract, if applicable. 
If the Subcontractor refuses or falls to perfoffil this cleaning as directed. by the Owner. the OWner shall nave the right an-0 power to proceed 
with the said deaning, and the Subcontractor will on demand repay to the Ovmer the actual cost of said labor plus a reasonable percentage 
of such cost to cover supervision, insuranci3, overhead, etc. 
Whenever it may be useful or necessary for the OWner to do so, the Owner shall be permitted to occupy and/or use any portion of the 
work wiiich has been either partially or fully completed by the Subcon.tractor before final Inspection and acceptance thereof by the Owner, 
but such use and/or occupation shall not relieve the Subcontractor of his guarantee of said vt0rk and materials nor of his obligation to make 
good at fhe'.r own expense any defects in materials and workmanship wiiich may occur or develop prior to release from responsibility to the 
Owner. Provided, however, the Subcontractor shall not be responsible for the maintenance of such portion of the work as may be used 
and/or occupied by the Ov.ner, nor for any damage thereto that ls due to or caused by the sole negligence of the Owner during such period 
of use. 
Subcontractor snail be responsible for their own work, property an-0/or materials until completion and final acceptance of the Contract 
by the Owner, an<l shall bear the risk of any Joss or damage until such acceptance. In the event of loss or damage, they shall proceed 
promptly to make repairs, or replacement of the damaged work. property and/or materials at their own expense, as directed by the Owner. 
Subcontractorwaiv~ al! rights Subcontractor might have against Owner for loss or damage to Subcontractor's work. property, materials, or 
too is. 
It is agreed to that the Subcontractor, at the option of the Owner. may be considered as disabled from so complying Whenever a 
petition In Bankruptcy or the appointment of a Receiver is filed against him. 
The Subcontractor assumes all the obligations and responsibiiities toward the Owner. The subcontractor shall indemnify the Owner 
against, and save them harmless from, any and all loss, damage, expenses, costs, and attorney's fees incurred or suffered on account of 
any breach of the provisions or covenants of this contract. 
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5. SURETY BOND 
The Subcontractor agrees to furnish to the Owner, at the Owner's request and expense, a surety bond guaranteeing the faithful 
performance of this agreement and the payment of all labor and material in connection with the execution of the work covered by this 
agreement. The bond is to be written by a surety company designated or approved by the Owner. and in the form entirely satisfactory to the 
Owner. 
6. PERMITS, LICENSE FEES, TAXES, ETC. 
The Subcontractor shall, at his own cost and expense, apply for and obtain and pay for all necessary permits and licenses and shall, 
at no extra cost to the Owner conform stliclly to the laws, building rodes and ordinances in force in the locaiity where the wor'r; under the 
project is being done insofar as applicable to worl\ covered by this agreement. 
Subcontractor is an independent Subcontractor in fact, and within the scope of the United States Internal Revenue Code, the Federal 
Social Security Act, together with present and future amendments thereto, and any and all unemployment insurance laws bath Federal and 
o'. any st;ate or territory .• an.ct is therefore solely responsible to the Federal, State, or territorial Governments for all payroll deductions, 
withholdings and co.1tribut1ons under such laws. The compensation payable to Subcontractor as above provided includes all sales and use 
taxes, and franchise excise and other taxes and government impositions of all kinds and is not subject to any additional.compensation for 
any such taxes or impositions now or hereafter levied. 
7. INSURANCE 
The S_ubcontractor agrees to provide and maintain workman's rompensation and to comply in all respects with the employment ~f 
labor, required by any constituted authority having legal jurisdiction over the area in which the work is performed. 
The Subcontractor shall maintain such third party public J!ability and property damage insurance, induding general. products, aoo 
automobile liability, as will protect it from claims for damage because of bodily injury, Including death, or damages because of Injury to or 
loss, desb"uction or loss of use of property, which may arise from operations under this agreement. whether such operations be by it or its 
Subcontractors or anyone directly or indirectly employed by either of them. The Subcontractor shall provide a certificate of Insurance for a 
minlmum amount of $2,000,000.00 (Two Million Dollars) aggregate, $1 ,000,000.00 (One Milllon Dollars) per occurrence, to the Owner prior 
to start date. If the prime contract requires higher minimums than those listed above, then such requirements shall govern and the higher 
minimums shall be provided. 
The Subcontractor agrees to furnish a Certificate of Insurance and Indemnity attached as Exhibit ·s· issued to O;,ner. naming Owner 
as additional insured. 
The Subcontractor shall indemnify the Owner against, and save him harmless from, any and all loss. damage, lnjury, liability and 
claims thereof for Injuries to or death of persons, and all loss of or damage to property. resulting directly or indirectly from Subcontractor's 
performance of this contract. regardless of the negligence of Owner or Owner's agents or employees, except where such loss, damage, 
injury, liability or claims are the result of active negligence on the part of Owner or its agents or employees and is not caused or contributed 
to by an omission to parfonn some duty also imposed on Subcontractor, its agents or employees. 
All insurance required hereunder shall be maintained in full force and effect in a company or companies satisfactory to Owner, shall be 
mairitaine<l at Su.bcontractor's expense until performance in full hereof (certificates of such insurance being supplied by Subcontractor to 
Owner), and such Insurance shall be subject to the requirement that OWner must be notified by thirty (30) days' written notice before 
cancellatlon of any such policy. In event of threatened cancellation for nonpayment of premium, Ov1rner may pay it for Subcontractor and 
deduct said payment from amounts then or subsequently owning to· Subcontractor hereunder. 
8. CHANGES, ADDITIONS AND DEDUCTIONS 
The Owner may add to or deduct from the amount of work covered by this agreement or the amount of work involved, or any other 
par.s of this agreement, whic.'l shall be by a written amendment riereto setting forth in detail the changes involved and the vaiue thereof 
which shall be mutually agreed upon between the Owner and Subcontractor. The Subcontractor agrees to proceed with the work as 
changed when so ordered In writing by the OWner w as not to delay the progress of the work and pending detennination of the value 
thereof. 
Subcontractor shall be entitled to receive NO extra compensation for extra work or materials or changes of any kind regardless of 
whether the same was ordered by Owner or any of its representatives unless a change order therefore has been issued in writing by the 
Owner. If extra work was order by the Owner and Subcontractor performe<l \he same but did not receive a written order therefore, 
Subcontractor shall be deemed to have waived any claim for extra rompensatlon, therefore, regardless of any written or verbal protest or 
claims by Subcontractor. Subcontractor shall be responsible for any costs incurred by Owner for changes of any kind made by the 
Subcontractor that increase the cost of the work for either the OWner or other Subcontractors when the Subcontractor proceeds with such 
changes withcut a written order thereof. 
Notwithstanding any other provision, if the work for which Subcontractor claims extra compensation is determined by the Owner or 
Architect not to entitle Owner to a change order or extra compensation, then the Owner shall not be liable to Subcontractor for any extra 
ci:impensation for such worl<. (As used in the Contract, the tenn ·owner" includes any representative of O.vner, and "Architect' includes me 
Engineer, if any.) 
9. DISPUTI:S 
In the event of any dispute between Owner and Subcontractor covering the scope of the work, the dispute shall be set1Jed in the 
manner provided by the contract documents. If none are provided, or if there arises any dispute concerning matters in connection with this 
agreement and without the scope of the work, the such disputes shall be settled by a ruling of a board or arbitration consisting of three 
members, one selecte<l by the Owner, one by the Subcontractor and the third member shail be selected by the first two members. The 
OWner and Subcontractor shall bear the expense of their selected members respectively, but the expense of the third member shall be 
borne by the party hereto requesting the arbitration in writing. The Owner and Subcontractor agree to be bound by the findings of any such 
boards of arbitration, finally and without recourse to any court of law. 
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HJ. TERM!NAT!ON OF CONTRA.C. 
In the event the prime contract between the Owner and Subcontractor should be temiinated prior to its completion, then the Owner 
and Subcontractor agree that an equitable settlement for work performed under this agreement prior to such tennlna tion, will be made as 
provided by the contract documents, if said provision be made: or, if none such exist by mutual agreement. then by arbitration as provided 
in Section 9. 
11. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPOR!UNl1Y 
During the perfonnance of this contract, the Subcontractor agrees to not discriminate against a(\y employee because of race, color, 
cree<l or national origin. As outlined in the Equal Opportunity Clause of the Regulations of Executive Order 10925 of March 6, 1961 as 
amended by Executive Order 11114 of June 22, 1953. The executive orders and the respective regulations are made part of this contract 
by reference. 
Subcontractor shall also fully comply with wage-hour and Equal Opportunity regulations; and shall take vigorous afiirrnative action, 
Including the submittal of a written affirmative action, including the submittal of a written affirmative action program to employ minority 
employees whenever so required and is encouraged to do so in the absence of such requirements. 
ADD!T!ONAL PROVISIONS 
The Subcontractor agrees not to sublet, transfer or assign this agreement or any part thereof without written consent of the Ovmer. 
As built drawings shall be accurately maintained by Subrontractor for his portion of the work and turned over to Owner In an 
acceptable manner before final payment is made to Subcontractor. 
The Subcx:mtractoragrees to provide his employees with safe appliances and equipment, to provide them with a SBfe place to work. 
perform the work under this contract in a safe manner with high regard for the safety of his employees and others, and to comply with 
health and safety provisions and requirements of local, state, and federal agencies Including the Williams-Steger Occupational Safety and 
Health Act; and to hold the Owner harmless for any costs, deficiencies. fines or damages incurred because of his neg!lgence to comply with 
1hese regulations, acts and procedures. 
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Sold To: 
Southam Idaho OMaion 
5450 W. Gowan Road 
Bulsa, Idaho 63109 
Z08·362·6152 
EXTREME l.!WE CONSTRucr1or.z 
9145 E COLTER BAY OR 
PJAMPA,ID 836$7 
REPAIR ASPHALT WHERE cOUIP 
AS DRlJG ACROSS ASPHALT 
AND ACPAYCH 
07/1S/07 
4.lCTN@ $471/2" ASPHALT 
2.6 ttRS @ $85 TRUCKING 
2.0 HRS @ 955 Sl<lDSTEER 
4.0 HRS @ $75 AOL.LEA 
5$6 HRS @· H 1 LABOR 
.OHR$@ $61 FOREMAN W/TRUCK 
JOB 2.577351 • SUMMERWIND AC 
FAX NO. 208 3~·- 9199 
825 
P. 02 
Net 10th 
195.52 
212.50 
130,QOI 
300.0 
225.60 
244.0 
1,307.62 
1,307.52 
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· ·!'~·"' 'JV \...vvv uvi, vv •..iv ' 1 J nn ru ~ C:.t\ 
Sofd T-0: 
~~ 
1003 
04 
005 
05 
007 
OOB 
009 
010 
Southam ldahD Division 
5450 W, Gaw an Road 
· Ekaise, ldaho 83709 
200-362·6152 
EXTREME LINE CONSTRUC\l'fON 
8145 e COLTISR BAY 0.R 
NAMPA to 83697 
SlJMMEfiWIND PATHWAY 
06/17/07. 08129/07 
PLACE & COMPACT A/C PLNT MIX: 
694 fNS@ $65.40 
PLACE; & COMPACT 3/4" ROAD MIX 
1,572 ITJS@ $2.60 
06 2577423 - ~UMMEf\WINO 
r RX· NU, 
45,387.6C 
4,087 .20 
49.474.80 
49,474.60 
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OEC 3 0 2009 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K CANNON, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, et al., 
Defendants. 
AND Two other Consolidated Actions. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
PRELIMINARY SCHEDULING 
ORDER ON MOTIONS FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
CV-2008-4251-C 
CV-2008-4252 
CV-2008-11321 
It appearing to the court that several parties, including Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc.; Extreme 
Line Logistics, Inc.; Integrated Financial Associates, Inc.; and Stanley Consultants, Inc.; have 
filed Motions for Summary Judgment which are presently noticed for hearing on January 7, 
2010; and it further appearing that the court will require additional time to prepare properly for 
ORDER 
- 1 -
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the hearing in this matter after final submission of the motions, together with the briefing of 
counsel; 
Now, therefore, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the motions for summary judgment 
presently noticed for hearing before the undersigned on January 7, 2010, will be deemed 
submitted on that date, unless the parties vacate the notices of hearing prior to such date, and IT 
IS FURTHER ORDERED that the court, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 6(e)(2), shall set the motions for 
hearing at a later date. 
--tt--
Dated this 3ZJ day of December, 2009. 
--
ORDER 
- 2 -
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served upon the 
following, either by U.S. Mail, first class postage prepaid; by hand delivery; by courthouse 
basket; or by facsimile copy: l :l-¢ ?::b ~o °l 
David D. Krueck 
Trout Jones Gledhill Ful1rman, P.A. 
225 N. 9th St., Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
William L. Smith 
Smith Horras, PA 
5561 N. Glenwood St., Suite B 
P.O. Box 140857 
Boise, Idaho 83 714 
Thomas E. Dvorak 
Givens Pursley, LLP 
P.O. Box 2720 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Michael 0. Roe 
Moffatt, Thomas, Barrett, Rock & Fields, Chtd. 
101 South Capitol Boulevard, 1 oth Floor / 
P.O. Box 829 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
David E. Wishney 
300 W. Myrtle St., Suite 200 
P.O. Box 837 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Samuel A. Diddle 
Eberle Berlin Kading Turnbow & McKlvee, Chtd. 
P.O. Box 1368 
Boise, Idaho 83701-1368 
ORDER 
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William G. Dryden 
Elam & Burke, P.A. / 
251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
P.O. Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Frederick A. Batson 
Gleaves Swearingen Potter & Scott LLP 
P.O. Box 1147 
975 Oak St., Suite 800 
Eugene, Oregon 97440 
Richard B. Eismann 
Eismann Law Offices 
3016 Caldwell Blvd. 
Nampa, Idaho 83651-6416 
Donald Lojek 
Lojek Law Offices Chtd. 
1199 Main St. 
P.O. Box 1712 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
David E. Kerrick 
Kerrick & Associates 
1101 Blaine St. 
P.O. Box 44 
Caldwell, Idaho 83606 
Tom Mehiel, President 
Valley Hydro, Inc. 
1904 E. Beech St. 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
/ 
J 
Dated this . '\...._..,.--,?JJ day of December, 2009. 
By: 
WILLIAM H. HURST 
Clerk of the Court 
~ C CUrv~=--' 
Deputy Clerk 
ORDER 
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k7 /<em'c/< 
---...M.~ L2fu 9.M. 
Michael 0. Roe, ISB No. 4490 
Rebecca A. Rainey, ISB No. 7525 
MOFFATf, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
101 South Capitol Boulevard, 10th Floor 
Post Office Box 829 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone (208) 345-2000 
Facsimile (208) 385-5384 
mor@moffatt.com 
rar@moffatt.com 
23690.0002 
DEC 3 1 
C~NYON COUNTY CLERK 
J HEIDEMAN, DEPUTY 
Attorneys for Defendants Integrated Financial Associates, Inc., 
Geneva Equities, LLC, and Certain Other Named Defendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC., d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River) 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-1 ID SUMMER WIND, LLC, et al., 
Defendants. 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business 
as Knife River, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-11D SUM:MERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company, et al., 
Defendants. 
Case N~nsolidatcd with CV08-4~1321 
REPLY MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF INTEGRATED 
FINANCIAL ASSOCIATES, INC.'S 
CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
REPLY MEMORANDUM lN SUPPORT OF INTEGRATED FINANCIAL 
ASSOCIATES, INC'S CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- I cnem:147soes.1 
0 RJ§I ~1 Ar 
~VV7 ii:JU HN NOIIQ~~ 1nomas ~Ueje~~384 
CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, rNC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWrND, LLC, an Idaho 
corporation, et aL, 
Defendants. 
COMES NOW Integrated Financial Associates, Inc. ("IFA"), by and through undersigned 
counsel of record, and hereby files this reply memorandum in support of Integrated Financial 
Associates, Inc.'s cross-motion for summaiy judgment 
I. INTRODUCTION 
IFA's motion for summary judgment presents this Court with a simple matter of statutory 
interpretation. When the conflicting interpretations advanced by Extreme Line and IF A are 
compared side by side, the only meaningful distinction between the two approaches is that IF A 
would enforce the six-month deadline established by the Idaho legislature in Idaho Code Section 
45-510 whereas Extreme Line would have that deadline extended indefinitely for all but the very 
first lien claimant to file an action to enforce its lien. The practical effect of these two competing 
interpretations is that Extreme Line's approach would give a dilatory lien claimant greater rights 
than those contemplated by Idaho Code Section 45-510 while simultaneously increasing the 
procedural burdens on the diligent, first to file lien claimant, by requiring it to affinnativeiy pursue 
the remedy of default in order to invalidate a lien that would have otherwise been invalided by 
operation of law upon the expiration of the six-month statutory deadline. This shifting of the 
benefits and burdens associated with enforcing a mechanic's lien is not supported by the clear and 
unambiguous language of Idaho Code Section 45-510 and does not promote the interests of judicial 
REFLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF INTEGRATED FINANCIAL 
ASSOCIATES, INC.IS CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT- 2 
833 
Ctlcnt1476068.1 
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economy and efficiency. Accordingly, Extreme Line's interpretation of Idaho Code Section 
45-510 should be rejected in favor of a literal application of the statute that gives all Lien claimants 
equal burdens and equal rights. 
II. ARGUMENT 
A. The Plain Language of Idaho Code Section 45-510 Does Not Support the 
Interpretation AdYanccd by Extreme Line. 
Extreme Line's interpretation ofldaho Code Section 45-510 cannot be support by the clear 
and unambiguous language selected by the Idaho legislature. In pertinent part, the statute provides: 
No lien provided for in this chapter binds any building ... for a longer 
period than six (6) months after the claim has been filed> unless 
proceedings be commenced in a proper court within that time to enforce 
such lien .... 
(Emphasis added.) The critical language in this statutory provision requires that the proceeding be 
commenced to enforce such lien. Extreme Line's argument that the commencement of a lawsuit 
that involves "any dispute touching" the claims on the properly can only be accepted if one ignores 
the phrase "to enforce such lien" and replaces it with Hany dispute touching such lien.'' This is not 
the language used by the Idaho legislature and cannot be the interpretation adopted by this Court. 
As a practical and procedural matter, it cannot be gainsaid that Hap Taylor's lawsuit to 
enforce its own lien rights constitutes the commencement of an action to enforce Extreme Line's 
separate and distinct lien claim. Speaking to this issue, the Kansas Court of Appeals made the 
following observation: 
The purpose of a plaintiff in a foreclosure action naming as defendants all 
lienholders is not to foreclose the defendants' liens for them. The plaintiff 
seeks to have its lien determined to be superior to all other liens and to bar 
any jtmior lienholders from foreclosing liens and seeking a second sale of 
the property. The plaintiff seel<...s to foreclose (i.e., exclude, bar, shut out, 
etc.) any other party from claiming any interest superior to plaintiffs claim. 
If a lienholder named as a defendant in a foreclosure action wishes to defend 
against plaintiff's claim of superiority and to avoid being foreclosed from 
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pursuing its own foreclosure action, a lienholder must take action to defend 
its claims. 
Columbia Sav. Ass'n, FA. v. lvfcPheeters, 21 Kan. App. 2d 919, 924-25, 911P.2d187, 191-92 
(1996). Idaho Code Section 45-510 states that a lien is not valid unless proceedings to enforce 
such lien are commenced within the six-month deadline. Again, Hap Taylor's complaint to 
enforce its own lien was not an action to enforce Extreme Line's lien rights. Because there was no 
proceeding to enforce Extreme Line's lien commenced within the six~month deadline, the same 
expired, by operation of law, and was of no force or effect on the expiration of the six-month 
deadline. At the time Extreme Line elected to participate in the present action, its lien rights had 
already expired. Extreme Line's interpretation of the statute to the contrary must be rejected. 
B. The Preservation of Judicial Economy and Resources Does Not Support the 
Interpretation of Idaho Code Section 45-510 Advanced by Extreme Line. 
Extreme Line· s argument that the interpretation of Idaho Code Section 45-510 advanced by 
IF A is "hyper-technical, absurd, and counterproductive" is belied by the practical application of 
Idaho's mechanic's lien statutes. First and foremost, it must be noted that Idaho's mechanic's lien 
statutes specifically contemplate the potential of multiple suits affecting the same property. To that 
end, Idaho Code Section 45-513 expressly provides that multiple actions, if any exist, may be 
consolidated. If the legislature had wanted to avoid multiple suits on the same property it could 
have created a system whereby all lien claimants were required to be joined in the first action, or 
where the filing of the first action tolled the limitations period as to all other lien claimants, or 
which did not expressly provide for consolidation of actions. It did not do so. Extreme Line's 
argument that the Idaho legislature intended for an automatic extension of the deadline for 
enforcing a mechanic's lien so as to prevent a multiplicity of suits, when no such provision can be 
found anywhere under Idaho's mechanic's lien laws, must be rejected. 
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Extreme Line's argument that judicial economy is better served by relieving all lien 
claimants of the six-month statutory deadline once a single lien claimant commences an action to 
enforce its lien also does not hold water. Under the interpretation advanced by Extreme Line, after 
filing the initial suit, the plaintiff (and/or other parties who are actively participating in the 
litigation) has the burden of pursuing a default judgment against any and all lien claimants who fail 
to timely answer the complaint and/or otherwise fail to appear and defend in the suit commenced 
by plaintiff. In a suit involving multiple lien claimants and multiple parties, such as the case at bar, 
this places an enormous burden on the plaintiff who, after timely comme11cing its own actions to 
enforce its lien rights, must then undertake additional affirmative acts to defeat the claims of lien 
claimants who have otherwise sat on their rights. 1 Under the plain and tmambiguous interpretation 
of the statute advanced by IF A, if a lien claimant does not timely commence an action to enforce 
its rights) such lien simply expires, by operation of law, after the six-month deadline established by 
the Idaho legislature. There is no need for each and every party to pursue the remedy of default 
against each and every lien claimant that has foiled to take the initiative to protect its own rights. 
It should also be noted that Extreme Line's interpretation of the statute effectively gives all 
lien claimants (other than the original plaintiff) greater rights, in the foun of a longer limitations 
period> than they would otherwise have. If such interpretation were adopted, and depending on the 
timing of the respective liens, the original plaintiff may be better served by not naming any other 
lien claimants and simply waiting to see if said lien claimants commenced suit \Vi thin the statutory 
1 Under Extreme Line's interpretation of the statute, it would be incumbent upon each and 
every party actively participating in the litigation to take affirmative acts to defeat the extended 
lien rights of the dilatory lien claimant by pursuing the remedy of default the lien claimant who) 
after having failed to commence an action to enforce its own lien rights, has also failed to answer 
or othenvise defend against the initial complaint within the time frame established by the Idaho 
Rules of Civil Procedure. This type of duplicative effort would do little to advance the interest of 
judicial economy and, in a complex case such as the one at bar, would almost certainly flood the 
court with additional and otherwise unnecessary pleadings. 
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limitations period. If the other lien claimants failed to cormnence an action, their liens would 
automatically expire and the plaintiff would be relieved of the burden of having to pursue default 
against multiple lien claimants. If other lien claimants do co1mnence actions to enforce their own 
liens, then the original plaintiff may simply have the matters consolidated under Idaho Code 
Section 45-513. Again, this approach would result in more litigation and additional procedural 
hurdles than that which exist under the statute as written. 
The interpretation advanced by IF A, where each and every lien claimant bears the same 
burden (i.e., commencing an action to enforce their lien rights within the six"month statutory time 
frame) regardless of the size and complexity of the litigation, presents the most simple and efficient 
application of the statute. 
C. Case Law Cited by Extreme Line Does Not Support Extreme Linc's 
Interpretation of Idaho Code Section 45-510. 
Extreme Line relies heavily on the case of Hunter v. Truckee Lodge, No. 14 l0.0.F., 14 
Nev. 24~ 1879 WL 3453 (Nev. 1879) (decided on other grounds) to support its interpretation of 
Idaho Code Section 45-510. The facts of Hunter are distinguishable from the case at bar. First, at 
issue in Hunter was the timing of the filing of petitions in intervention, an act that IF A does not 
argue Extreme Line should have taken in this case. Second, the petitions in intervention were filed 
within the six-month deadline set forth in the Nevada statute; therefore, the matter of timing and 
compliance with the statutory deadlines that are at issue in the present action were not in issue in 
Hunter. Given these distinctions, Hunter sheds little, if any, light on the present matter. 
Extreme Line also takes great pains to distinguish the Virginia lien statute at issue in Isle of 
Wight Materials Co. v. Cowling Bros., Inc., 246 Va. 103, 106 (1993) upon which IFA relies. 
However, IFA does not cite Isle of Wight Materials Co. for the proposition that a lien claimant 
must enforce its lien rights by any particular statutorily mandated method; rather, IF A cites Isle of 
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Wight Materials Co. for the proposition that in order to commence an action to enforce one's lien 
rights, the lien claimant must take some type of affirmative action. Because Idaho statutes provide 
that a lien claim expires if an action to enforce the same is not commenced within six months, the 
critical question for this Court is what constitutes commencement of an action to enforce one's lien 
rights. Sitting idly by while another lien claimant attempts to enforce its lien rights cannot be said 
to satisfy this requirement. Some affinnative act, whether by the filing of an original complaint, 
counterclaim or cross-claim, must be taken within the six-month statutory deadline or the lien 
claim expires as though a lien was never filed in the first instance. See Palmer v. Bradford, 86 
Idaho 395, 401, 388 P.2d 96 (1963) ("If these things are not done no jurisdiction exists in the court 
to enforce the lien. When the limit fixed by statute for duration of the lien is past, no lien exists, 
any more than if it had never been created."). 
D. Affidavits Submitted in this Matter Create Genuine Issue of Material Fact 
Regarding the Priority Date, Validity and Amount of Extreme Line's Claim of 
Lien. 
As a final matter, it should be noted that genuine issues of material fact exist regarding the 
priority date, validity and ammmt of Extreme Line's claim of lien. Extreme Line claims that it 
commenced work on the property pursuant to a single contract with Union Land Company. 
Affidavit of Casey Daniels in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment, ~ 2. Evidence exists; 
however, that Extreme Line performed work on the property pursuant to two separate contracts. 
Affidavit of Rebecca A Rainey in Support of Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Summary 
Judgment, ~~ 2-3, Exs. A & B. For the reasons set forth in the Memorandum in Opposition to 
Plaintiff Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. d/b/a/ Knife River's Motion for Summary Judgment filed by IFA 
and Geneva on or about December 24, 2009 at pages 5-7, restated and incorporated herein by 
reference, just as plaintiff is not entitled to tack work performed pursuant to two separate contracts 
together in an effort to (i) establish an earlier priority date or (ii) extend the deadline for filing its 
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claim of lien, Extreme Line is, likewise, precluded from consolidating work performed under two 
separate contracts in one claim of lien. Because the evidence submitted by Extreme Line does not 
conclusively establish that the claimed lien amount resulted from work pe1formcd under one 
contract and/or which of the two contracts should be used to establish the priority date of Extreme 
Line's lien or the deadline for timely filing a lien claim, genuine issues of material fact exist with 
respect to each of these points. Accordingly, summary judgment as to Extreme Line's claim of 
lien is improper and the same must be denied. 
III. CONCLUSION 
For the foregoing reasons, IFA respectfully requests that this Court find that Extreme Line 
failed to foreclose on its claim of Hen within the time frame mandated by Idaho Code Section 
45-510 and on that basis grant its motion for summary judgment. In the alternative, IFA 
respectfuIIy requests that this Court find that genuine issues of material fact exist regarding 
Extreme Line's motion for summary judgment and, therefore, deny the same, 
D,A4TED this 3 lst day of December, 2009. 
MOFFATT, THOMAS, BARRETT, ROCK & 
FIELDS, CHARTERED 
By1~ c::f.~ 
Rebecca A. Rainey- Of the Fim~ 
Attorneys for Defendants Integrated 
Financial Associates, Inc., Geneva Equities, 
LLC, and Certain Other Named Defendants 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 31st day of December, 2009, I caused a true and 
conect copy of the foregoing REPLY MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF INTEGRATED 
FINANCIAL ASSOCIATES, INC.'S CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT to 
be served by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 
David T. I< ...rueck 
TROUT JONES GLEDHILL FUHRMAN, P.A. 
225 N. 9th St., Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Fax (208) 331-1529 
Aaorneys for Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. dlb/a 
Knife River 
David E. Wishney 
300 W. Myrtle St., Suite 200 
P.O. Box 837 
Boise, ID 83701-0837 
Facsimile (208) 342-5749 
Attorneys for L222-I ID Summerwind, LLC, 
L222-2 ID Summerwind, LLC, L222-3 ID 
Summerwind, LLC, and Union Land Company, 
LLC, Keny Angelos 
Donald W. Lojek 
LOJEK LAW OFFICES, CHTD. 
623 W. Hays St. 
P.O. Box 1712 
Boise, ID 83701 
Facsimile (208) 345-0050 
Attorneys for PMA. Inc. 
Richard B. Eismann 
EISMANN LAW OFFICES 
3016 Caldwell Blvd. 
Nampa, ID 83651-6416 
Facsimile (208) 466-4498 
Attorneys for Riverside. Inc. 
( ) U.S . Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(X) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(X) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(X) Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
(X) Facsimile 
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David M. Swartley 
EBERLE BERLIN KADING TURNBOW MCKLVEEN 
&JONES 
1111 W. Jefferson Street, Suite 530 
P.O. Box 1368 
Boise, ID 83701-1368 
Facsimile (208) 344-8542 
Attorneys for Conger Management Group, Inc. 
Thomas E. Dvorak 
Martin C. Hendrickson 
Elizabeth M. Donick 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
600 W. Bannock 
P.O. Box 2720 
Boise, ID 83701 
Facsimile (208) 3 8 8-13 00 
Attorneys for Stanley Consullams, Inc. 
William L. Smith 
SMITH HORRAS, P.A. 
5561 N. Glenwood St., Suite B 
P.O. Box 140857 
Boise, ID 83714 
Facsimile 800-8 81-6219 
Attorneys/or Extreme Line Logistics, Inc. 
David E. Kerrick 
l 001 Blaine St. 
P.O. Box 44 
Caldwell, ID 83606 
Facsimile (208) 459A573 
Attorneys for Michael W. Benedict and 
Carol L. Benedict 
Tom Mehiel, President 
VALLEY HYDRO, INC. 
1904 E. Beech St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Pro Se Defendant 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
c;6 Faosimil e 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
<>Q Facsimile 
( )U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
0Facsimile 
( ) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail \Xf Facsimile 
(X) U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
( ) Hand Delivered 
( ) Overnight Mail 
( ) Facsimile 
Rebecca A. Rainey 
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DAVID T. KRUECK, ISB No. 6246 
TROUT+ JONES+ GLEDHILL+ FUHRMAN, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 800 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701-1617 
Telephone: (208) 331-1170 
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529 
Email: clkrueck(a!idalaw.com 
DEC 3 1 2009 
CANYON COUNTY 
J DRAKE, DEPUTY 
Attorneys for Plaintiff Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. d/b/a Knife River 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business as 
Knife River, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
HAP TAYLOR & SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE 
RIVER, an Oregon corporation doing business as 
Knife River, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
L222-1 ID SUMMER WIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
Defendants. 
CONGER MANAGEMENT GROUP, INC., an 
Idaho corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
CASE NO. CV08-4251C 
PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION 
TO PLAINTIFF HAP TAYLOR & 
SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE RIVER'S 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT 
CASE NO. CV08-4252C 
CASE NO. CVOS-11321 
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vs. 
L222-1 ID SUMMERWIND, LLC, an Idaho 
limited liability company; et. al., 
COMES NOW, the Plaintiff, Hap Taylor & Sons, Inc. d/b/a Knife River ("Hap 
Taylor"), by and through its counsel of record, Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A., and 
hereby respectfully submits this Reply to Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiff Hap 
Taylor's Motion for Summary Judgment filed by Defendants Integrated Financial 
Associates, Inc. and its assigns ("IF A") and Geneva Equities, LLC ("Geneva"). 
I. 
INTRODUCTION 
IF A and Geneva (referred to collectively hereinafter as "IF A") filed a 
Memorandum in Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment 
("Opposition"). IF A's Opposition is supported by the Affidavit of Rebecca A. Rainey in 
Support of Opposition to Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment ("Rainey Affidavit"). 
In its Opposition, IF A asserts that genuine issues of material fact exist regarding the 
scope of work for which Hap Taylor is entitled to a claim of lien and whether Hap 
Taylor's claims of lien were timely recorded. IFA's Opposition is based on an 
unsubstantiated argument that Hap Taylor is attempting to "tack" multiple contracts to 
extend the deadline for filing Hap Taylor's liens. IFA fails to establish any genuine issue 
of material fact to support its contention that Hap Taylor performed work on the subject 
property under multiple contracts with Extreme Line Construction. 
IF A incorporates its cross-motion for summary judgment and related pleadings 
into its Opposition. IF A's motion for summary judgment is aimed at invalidating Hap 
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Taylor's lien rights on the grounds of alleged constructive fraud or, alternatively, 
subordinating Hap Taylor's interest in the subject property to other secured interests. 
Notwithstanding IF A's pending motion, the Court can rule in favor of Hap Taylor, and 
find that the work performed to secure Hap Taylor's liens was performed under a single 
contract with Extreme Line Construction and covers the property described in Hap 
Taylor's liens. The Court can later consider IF A's motion for summary judgment, which 
will either defeat Hap Taylor's claims on separate, unrelated grounds or subordinate Hap 
Taylor's interests to other valid claims. 
II. 
UNDISPUTED FACTS 
1. IF A does not dispute that Hap Taylor provided the labor, equipment and 
asphalt materials utilized to pave the Summer Wind at Orchard Hills Subdivision 
("Development"). 
2. IF A does not dispute the date Hap Tayior commenced its work to improve 
the Development. 
3. IF A does not dispute the completion date for Hap Taylor's work to 
improve the Development. 
4. IF A does not dispute that Hap Taylor recorded its claims of lien within 
ninety (90) days from the last date it performed work to improve the Development. 
5. IF A does not dispute that Hap Taylor sent copies of its claims of lien to 
the owners or reputed owners of the Development via certified mail within five (5) 
business days of recording its claims of lien. 
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6. IF A does not dispute that Hap Taylor timely commenced its foreclosure 
action to perfect its claims of lien. 
7. IFA does not dispute that Hap Taylor was not paid for the work it 
performed to improve the Development. 
8. Hap Taylor performed its work to improve the Development pursuant to 
its contract with Extreme Line Construction entered into on June 26, 2006. 
III. 
ARGUMENT 
IF A does not dispute that Hap Taylor's claims of lien meet all of the statuto1y 
requirements for attachment and perfection. Instead, IF A attempts to fabricate "multiple 
contracts" between Hap Taylor and Extreme Line Construction which simply do not 
exist. IFA relies on purported separate contracts between the owner/developer and 
Extreme Line Construction to support this argument. Recognizing that Hap Taylor was a 
subcontractor to Extreme Line Construction, the contracts between the owner/developer 
and Extreme Line Construction are only relevant if Hap Taylor had notice of said 
contracts. Moreover, IF A must prove that Hap Taylor had notice of multiple contracts 
between Extreme Line Construction and the owner/developer to have any effect on Hap 
Taylor's lien rights. 
There is no evidence whatsoever that Hap Taylor had any knowledge of the 
agreements between Extreme Line Construction and the owner/developer. IF A 
completely fails to meet its burden or raise any genuine issue of material fact to refute the 
evidence before this Court in support of Hap Taylor's motion. 
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In Gem State Lumber Co. v. School District No. 8, Caribou County, 44 Idaho 359, 
256 P. 949 (1927), the Idaho Supreme Court was presented with facts almost identical to 
the case at bar. In Gem State, a material supplier provided materials to the general 
contractor under a single contract for the constrnction of a schoolhouse for the Caribou 
County School District ("District"). Upon completion of the schoolhouse, the general 
contractor "entered into a second and independent contract with the District to build a 
protective shanty over the basement steps, build in certain blackboards and cabinets, and 
varnish the floors." Id. at 360. Gem State Lumber provided materials under its contract 
with the general contractor which were incorporated into both the schoolhouse and the 
shanty, cabinets and floors without any notice or knowledge about the separate, 
independent agreements between the general contractor and the District. The 
schoolhouse was completed on October 4, 1922, and was accepted by the District on 
October 7, 1922. Following the completion of the schoolhouse, the general contractor 
immediately began constrnction under its second contract with the District incorporating 
materials ordered from Gem State Lumber under the parties' single contract. The general 
contractor completed its work under the second contract in December 1922. 
Gem State Lumber recorded its lien against the subject property within the 
statutory deadline for the materials it provided for the construction of the shanty, cabinets 
and floors. These materials were utilized by the general contractor to construct the 
improvements under its second contract with the District. Gem State Lumber proceeded 
to file its foreclosure action against the District to secure the cost of all of the materials it 
provided under its single agreement with the general contractor. The District contended 
that the lien was invalid because it was filed more than sixty days after materials were 
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last provided to the construction of the schoolhouse (the statutory period for recording a 
mechanic's lien has since been extended to ninety (90) days). The trial court accepted the 
District's argument, and dismissed the lien foreclosure cause of action. The Supreme 
Court, however, reversed and remanded the case, holding in favor of the material 
supplier. 
Relying on Valley Lumber Co. v. Driessel, 13 Idaho 662, 93 P. 765 (1907), the 
Gem State Court determined that "the rule may be generally stated that where a defendant 
seeks to defeat plaintiffs right to recover in an action to foreclose a mechanic's lien by 
showing that the material was furnished on two separate and distinct contracts, and that 
the lien was not filed in time to secure the claim for the material furnished on the first 
contract, the burden of proof is on the defendant to show either that the plaintiff had 
actual knowledge that the material was furnished and used on two separate contracts, or 
else show such circumstances as would impute to the plaintiff constructive notice and put 
him on his inquiry to ascertain that two or more contracts did in fact exist." Id 
The Court held that the evidence disclosed no such notice to the supplier, actual 
or constructive, of the contracts between the general contractor and the District which 
would have affected the supplier's lien rights. The Court further held that no 
unreasonable interval lapsed between orders from the general contractor to the supplier, 
and the nature of the materials furnished after the completion of the first contract between 
the general contractor and the District could only have been considered as proper items 
under the single contract between the supplier and the general contractor. 
The Gem State decision is analogous to the present case, and should guide this 
Court's analysis of IFA's Opposition. Hap Taylor entered into a single subcontract 
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agreement with Extreme Line Construction for the placement of asphalt throughout the 
entire Development. During the course of perfo1mance, Extreme Line Construction 
requested Hap Taylor to provide pricing for pavement of the pathway within the 
Development as a change order to the original contract. Hap Taylor provided the labor, 
equipment and materials necessary for the pathway paving to Extreme Line Construction 
as part of Hap Taylor's scope of work to provide all asphalt for the entire the 
Development. Simply put, all of the work performed by Hap Taylor was under a single 
contract with Extreme Line Construction, and IF A has failed to provide any evidence to 
refute the affidavit testimony submitted in support of Hap Taylor's motion. 
IFA is simply attempting to assert the same defense to Hap Taylor's claim that the 
District raised in the Gem State case. ·IF A has presented evidence that the 
owner/developer entered into a contract with Extreme Line Construction for general 
earthwork, which included asphalt paving, in July 2006, and then entered into a 
subsequent contract with Extreme Line Construction in August 2007 for the placement of 
almost 12,000 lineal feet of asphalt for a cart path. These separate contracts between 
Extreme Line Construction and the owner/developer only impact Hap Taylor's rights if 
IF A can prove that Hap Taylor knew or should have known about the separate 
agreements. 
IF A's defense is wholly unsupported by the record, just like the District's defense 
in Gem State, and should be rejected on the same grounds. Hap Taylor was the asphalt 
subcontractor to Extreme Line Construction for the Development project. The scope of 
work agreed to between Hap Taylor and Extreme Line Construction was to provide all 
labor, equipment and materials necessary to lay asphalt throughout the entire 
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Development. During the course of performance under Extreme Line Construction's first 
contract with the owner/developer, the owner/developer apparently entered into a second 
contract with Extreme Line Construction for additional asphalt for a cart path. Extreme 
Line Construction requested Hap Taylor to perform the necessary work for the 
construction of the cart path under the existing subcontract agreement between these 
pruiies. There is no evidence that Hap Taylor was aware of the existence of a separate 
contract between Extreme Line and the owner/developer, which is IF A's burden to prove. 
IPA cites Barlow's, Inc. v. Bannock Cleaning Corp., 103 Idaho 310, 647 P.2d 766 
(1982) in support of its Opposition. This decision, however, is easily distinguishable 
from the present case, and actually supports Hap Taylor's motion. In Barlow's, the Court 
relied on the affidavit testimony of the subcontractor to determine that a question fact 
existed over the terms of the subcontractor's original agreement with the general 
contractor, which precluded entry of summary judgment in favor of the subcontractor. 
Id at 314. The Court remanded the case back to the trial court to determine whether 
additional work was perfo1med under the subcontractor's existing contract or whether 
there was a separate contract for the additional work. Id. 
In the case at bar, the affidavit testimony of both Hap Taylor and Extreme Line 
Construction establishes that all of the asphalt work performed by Hap Taylor was under 
a single contract. IF A has failed to refute this evidence to create a genuine issue of 
material fact. Instead, IF A has only presented evidence of the existence of two separate 
contracts between Extreme Line Construction and the owner/developer. IF A then makes 
a general, unsupported argument that Extreme Line Construction and Hap Taylor had two 
separate agreements for the work Hap Taylor perfonned. The Court in Barlow's 
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succinctly states the difference between a factual showing and a bare allegation: 
"[a]ffidavits containing general or conclusory allegations, unsupported by specific facts, 
are not sufficient to preclude entry of summary judgment where, as here, the opposing 
affidavits set fo1ih specific and otherwise uncontroverted facts." Id. at 313-14. 
In Barlow's the owner at least attempted to raise an issue of fact through a bare, 
unsupported allegation in an affidavit rejected by the Court as to when the work by the 
subcontractor was comp1eted. 1 In this case, IF A has only presented the Comi with 
evidence of separate contracts between Extreme Line Construction and the 
owner/developer without any evidence to rebut the sworn testimony of Mr. Daniels and 
Mr. Rosin that all of the work performed by Hap Taylor was under a single subcontract 
agreement. IF A has failed to present the Court with any admissible evidence whatsoever 
to refute the commencement and completion dates for Hap Taylor's work as set forth in 
Affidavit of Jessee Rosin. Consequently, IF A has not raised a genuine issue of material 
fact to preclude entry of summary judgment in favor of Hap Taylor. 
Finally, IFA argues that references to job numbers utilized by Hap Taylor as part 
of its internal docmnentation of the 1.Vork it performed someho-vv is indicative of multiple 
contracts between Hap Taylor and Extreme Line Construction. IF A, however, does not 
provide the Court with any admissible evidence to support this contention. IF A is again 
making a general, unsubstantiated argument that does not create a genuine issue of 
material fact. Hap Taylor's internal job designations are wholly umelated to its contracts 
with its customers, in this case Extreme Line Construction. As set forth in the Affidavit 
1 As set forth above, the Court denied the subcontractor's motion for summary judgment based on the 
subcontractor's own affidavit testimony. The Court rejected the owner's attempt to create a genuine issue 
of material fact through general, conclusory allegations contained in the owner's affidavit which were 
unsupported by any specific facts. 
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of Jessee Rosin, Hap Taylor's contract is based on its Proposal to Extreme Line 
Construction with change order work described in Hap Taylor's Small Job Worksheet. 
In order to defeat Hap Taylor's motion for summary judgment and refute the 
sworn testimony in the record, IF A must do more than simply rely on the Court to draw 
inferences without specific facts to supp01i IF A's conclusions. IF A has utterly failed to 
meet its burden. While it is axiomatic that the Court must construe the record favorably 
to the party resisting summary judgment, "this axiom does not blind [the court] to the 
difference between a factual showing and a bare allegation." Barlow's, Inc. v. Bannock 
Cleaning Corp., 103 Idaho at 313-14 (internal citations omitted). 
IV. 
CONCLUSION 
For the reasons set forth herein, Hap Taylor is entitled to summary judgment 
against IPA to subordinate IF A's interest in the property to Hap Taylor's Claims of Lien. 
RESPECFULLY SUBMITTED this 31st day of December, 2009. 
TROUT+ JONES+ GLEDHILL+ FUHR.cMAN, P.A. 
PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF HAP TAYLOR & 
SONS, INC. d/b/a KJ.'{IFE RIVER'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY J1JDGMENT - 10 -
851 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
The undersigned, a resident attorney of the State of Ida~with offices at 225 N. 9th 
Street, Suite 820, Boise, Idaho 83702, certifies that on the ii_ day of December, 2009, he 
caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing document to be forwarded by the method(s) 
indicated below, to the following: 
Samuel A. Diddle 
Eberle Berlin Kading Turnbow & McKlveen, Chtd. 
PO Box 1368 
Boise, ID 83701-1368 
Attorney for Conger Management Group, Inc. 
David E. Wishney 
Attorney at Law 
PO Box 837 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for L222-l ID Summerwind, LLC; L222-2 ID 
Summerwind, LLC; L222-3 ID Summerwind, LLC; and 
Union Land Company, LLC 
Richard B. Eismann 
EISMANN LAW OFFICES 
3016 Caldwell Blvd. 
Nampa, ID 83651-6416 
Attorney for Riverside, Inc. 
Donald W. Lojek 
LOJEK LAW OFFICES 
PO Box 1712 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for P MA, Inc. 
Michael 0. Roe 
MOFFATT THOMAS BARRETT ROCK & FIELDS, 
CHTD. 
PO Box 829 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for Integrated Financial Associates, Inc. and 
Certain Other Named Defendants 
Thomas E. Dvorak 
GIVENS PURSLEY LLP 
PO Box 2720 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorney for Stanley Consultants, Inc. 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Maii 
Facsimile 344-8542 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 342-5749 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 466-4498 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 343-5200 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 385-5384 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 388-1300 
D 
D 
w 
D 
D 
EJ 
PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF HAP TAYLOR & 
SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE RIVER'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 11 -
852 
William G. Dryden 
Matthew L. 'VY alters 
ELAM & BURKE, P.A. 
PO Box 1539 
Boise, ID 83701 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
Frederick A. Batson 
Jane M. Yates 
GLEAVES SWEARlNGEN POTTER & SCOTT LLP 
PO Box 1147 
Eugene, OR 97440 
Attorneys for Rexius Forest By-Products, Inc. 
William L. Smith 
Smith Horras, P.a. 
5561 N. Glenwood St., Suite B 
P.O. Box 140857 
Boise, ID 83 714 
Attorney for Extreme Line Logistics, Inc. 
David E. Kerrick 
PO Box44 
Caldwell, ID 83606 
Attorneys for Michael W Benedick and Carol L. Benedick 
Tom Mehiel, President 
Valley Hydro, Inc. 
1904 E. Beech Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Pro Se Defendant 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 384-5844 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 541-345-2034 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 800-881-6219 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 459-4573 
Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Facsimile 454-2706 
D 
& 
D 
w 
D 
D 
~ 
PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF HAP TAYLOR & 
SONS, INC. d/b/a KNIFE RIVER'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT - 12 -
853 
